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State of Rhode-Island and Providence Plantations — in 
General Assembly^ October Session^ A. Z>. 1831. 

Whereas the crimes and enormities within a few years 
commited in a neighboring State, by certain Freemasons, 
avowedly in the cause of masonry, have excited universal 
indignation and abhorrencfe, and have awakened jealousies 
and suspicions very unfavorable to. all masonic institutions, 
and under the weight of which the whole masonic fraterni- 
ty, — the good and the virtuous as well as the vicious, must 
unavoidably suffer. Therefore, in the hope of allaying the 
great and increasing excitement thus occasioned, and that 
the innocent may be distinguished from the guilty, if in this 
State there are any who can justly be charged with advo- 
cating the criminal doctrines imputed to freemasonry, — 

Resolvedj That Messrs. Hazard, W. Sprague, Jr. Sim- 
mons, Haile, and E. R. Potter, with such others as the 
Hon. Senate may think proper to add, be and they are 
hereby appointed a committee fully to investigate and in- 
quire into the causes, grounds, and extent of the charges 
and aocusations brought against freemasonry, and masons 
in this State ; and that said committee, so far as may be 
necessary to enable them to perform this duty, be empow- 
ered to administer oaths, to examine witnesses, and to call 
for books and papers. 

* 

In the Senate read the satme d^y and concurred, with the 
addition of Mr. Cornell, 

. Tfue Copy: Witness j 

• HENRY BOWEN, Sec'ry. 



REPORT, &c. 



Hu Cmnmiltee appointed to inqtdre into the catuesy grounds and extent of 
the chargee and accusations note in circulation against Freemasonry and 
Misons in this State^ Report^ 

That frotn the moment of their appointment they were fully sen* 
sible of the peculiar nature of the mvestigation they were to engage 
in. The charges to be inquired into were, roost of them, of a general, 
indefinite, irresponsible character: yet, in their scope and tendencyi 
imputing motives, designs, principles and practices; adverse to relieion 
and morality, subversive of civil government and incompatible with all 
the social and civil virtues and duties; imputing these to a large portion 
of the community in which we live; a portion connected and amalga- 
mated with the rest throughout the state by all those ties of common 
interests, pursuits, sympathies and feelings, of daily intercourse, of 
friendships and of kindred, by which society itself is bound and held 
together. 

All these high charges were also to be gathered from various print* 
ed addresses, memorials, reports of meeimgs and committees, from 
numerous pamphlets and newspapers; and, when collected, were to 
be put into some tangible shape and order for examination. And, 
while taking this preparatory survey of the task before them, 
the committee could not but be aware that, as the whole of these 
charges, in their application to masonry and masons in this state, had 
been framed or propagated by an association which had for some time 
been organized among us, and had lately declared or avowed itself to 
be a political antimasonic party; it was probable that that partv, or 
rather the more active and zealous leaders of it, might consider them- 
selves as having a particular interest in those charges ; and as being 
entitled to take a manasins part in the investigation before the com- 
mittee. Such a claim, m &ct, had adready been advanced even be- 
fore the General Assembly, in the instance of the antimasonic memo- 
rial, which had been presented by the same association, and which 
association had, at a meeting held by them a few weeks before, in- 
structed a committee '^ to attend to the memorial before the Gen- 
eral Assembly, and to employ counsel for that purpose !'' And as the 
' charges in that memorial, as far as they went, were the same char- 
ges which the committee were to inquire into ; it was more than 
probable that those memorialists, or their committee, (and perhaps 
counsel,) would expect to be recognized by the committee as a par- 
ty concerned; and, should they be so recognized, would of cou 
expect also to be received in the same capacity before the Ge 



Assembly, whenever that body should again have that subject under 
consideration. 

It became very necessary therefore that the members of the com- 
mittee should make up their minds decidedly upon the course it would 
be proper for them to adopt, should such an appearance be made be- 
fore them. Upon this point the committee were already apprised of 
the sentiments of one branch of the legislature. The house of repre- 
sentatives had, unanimously, or without a dissenting voice, decided 
virtually and in effect, that, the signers to that memorial, in present- 
ing it, had done all that they had to do, and had no further business be- 
fore the housd; and it was the opinion of those ofthe committee who 
conversed together upon the subject, that the senate could not well 
come to any different conclusion. 

The memorial indeed, could only be considered as a paper profes- 
sing to communicate facts and information touching matters of general 
concern and interest, and in which the informants could have no more 
interest than^any other portion of the community. If the communi- 
cation contained any thing deserving of attention, the General Assem- 
bly would no doubt avail themselves of it, in their legislative capaci- 
ty, without requiring the aid of individuals or parties. 

That those who signed the paper called themselves memorialists 
was a circumstance of no significance. So might any other set of in- 
dividuals take it into their beads to memorialize the legislature upon 
the subject of the criminal code of laws, or the statute of descents, 
or the organization of the.cpurts ; and might call themselves memori- 
alists and claim to be heard in the discussion of those weighty subjects. 
But the General Assembly would exhibit a strange spectacle should 
they allow their time thus to be occupied. And into what a state 
would society itself be thrown were particular parties, or associations 
of men, religious or political, to be allowed not only to present their 
memorials to the General Assembly, chareing other societies, con- 
gregations, churches or parties with doctrmerand practices inimical 
to the interests of religion and subversive of civil government, but to 
call the accused before the legislature to stand upon their defence, 
they, the accusers, claiming the right of conducting the prosecution! 
The fact that the memorialists in the present case, had recently resol- 
ved themselves to be a political party, if it altered the case, certainly 
did not better it. For if they felt a particular political party inter- 
est, in pressing the charges, it could only be a selfish, sinister inter- 
est, adverse to the common interest. An interest, in fact, which 
could not wiih decency be avowed by themselves, nor with proprie- 
ty recognized by the General Assembly or by their committee. Thus 
the political antimasonic party could not possibly have any fair, sep- 
arate interest in the charges contained in tne memorial, or in any oth- 
er publications of the party. On the contrary, as far as the interests of 
religion and morality were concerned in those charges, it would seem 
that such interests might be better cared for and looked to by relig- 
ious men or societies than by a political party which had its own party 
purposes to serve. And if the regular operations of government and 
the impartial administration of justice were obstructed or in jeopardy 
{as they were said to be,) perhaps the Attorney General might be the 



proper organ to be consulted, if necessary. And, whether, or not, 
the general welfare and common interests of the community were in 
danger of being undermined and prostrated, the General Assembly, 
by itself, or its committees, were competent to make all necessary 
inquiries. 

It was to this end that it was made the duty of Jthis committee to 
examine thoroughly and strictly into the charges which had been put 
in circulation; in order that the public, being in possession of all the 
facts and evidence, might judge for themselves whether and how far 
those charges were founded in truth: or whether and how far they 
bad been fabricated, aggravated or misrepresented by persons inter- 
ested in propagating them as was declared to be the fact by masons; 
who, of course, had an equal right with their adversaries to make 
charges. To this object of their appointment the committee have 
devoted their best exertions. 

They gave early notice in severa^of the Newport and Providence 
newspaperis of the time, place and object of their meeting: And there- 
in mentioned that they would notify, personally, those persons whom 
they might think proper to examine: and added, that they would also 
readily receive and attend to all information, facts, circumstances and 
suggestions in writing, which any individuals might have to communi- 
cate to them, and which might aid them in making the thorough inves- 
tigation which would be expected of them. Agreeably to this notice 
the committee met at the State house in Providence on^the sixth of 
December last, two only of their number being absent, viz. Mr. Pot- 
ter and Mr. Cornell, the latter of whom afterwards joined them. And 
considering it necessary that they should adopt some rules, in con- 
formity to which the examination should be conducted, they agreed, 
in the first place, to pursue the course indicated in their public no- 
tice; and, turthermore, that all persons interesting themselves in the 
examination should be supplied with summons' or written requests 
to all such witnesses as they might name, and should be permitted 
to hand in questions in writing, to be put to the witnesses by the 
committee, if proper. It was also thought advisable that a set of 
standing interrogatories should be framed for the purpose of drawing 
out from the witnesses of every description, masons, seceding masons 
and others, all the facts and information in their knowledge; a copy 
of which interrogatives as finally completed, accompanies this report. 

The committee were aware that the masonic witnesses would prob- 
ably have scruples about disclosing their masonic secret!, which they 
had promised not to disclose. And upon this head they resolved 
unanimously, that they would require the masons to communicate to 
them fully, without reserve, their masonic oaths or obligations, and 
to answer all questions which should be asked respecting them — 
those obligations not being considered as part of their secrets. 
And as to their signs, and tokens, and words, contrived to enable 
masons, and none others, to enter lodges and to distinguish one an- 
other from those not masons, a majority of the committee believed 
that the public would have no curiosity about them, and that it 
would not be a profitable or creditable employment for the commit- 
tMto endeavor to pry into them. One member said that -he cared 



nothing about them himself, being already satisfied respecting them, 
but he suggested that some of the signs might have a reference to 
the obligations, and thus lead to explain them. 

Others of the the committee observed that as those signs &c. would 
undoubtedly be fully disclosed by seceding masons, and indeed al- 
ready had been; i^could liot be necessary to press masons with ques^ 
tions which, they thought, they could not conscientiouslv answer; 
and which, if they did answer, could bring out nothing which was not 
already- fully known; and nothing, (as appeared by the antimasonic 
books themseljres,) which could be of the least importance or signifi- 
cance; or with which the community at large could luive the slightest 
concern. It was understood that the masons themselves did not de- 
ny that what was called their secrets had been fully disclosed in the 
publications of the d^. With regard to their obligations the case 
was quite difierent. They denied explicitly that they ever took any 
such oaths as were contained in the antimasonic books. They were 
therefore boui^d to show jirhat were the oaths they did take; for the 
public had a right to kn9w whether their masonic obligations were or 
were not, incompatible with their civil obligations. It was consider- 
ed that there was<a marked difference in the situation of masons and 
seceding masons, as witnesses. A seceder who believed that the 
masonic oaths he had ^ taken were criminal and of course void: that 
the institution itself and all its ceremonies were criminal; — such a man, 
(if sincere,^ could, with a clear conscience, expose every thing he 
knew relating to masonry. But, on the contrary, a mason who sin- 
cerely believed that masonry was merely a charitable, and therefore 
m meritorious and useful institution; that the masonic obligations, in- 
stead of conflicting with, inculcated the religious, moral, civil and 
social duties and virtues; and that their secrets, as they were called, 
consisted merely of certain signs, &c. necessarv to masonic inter- 
course, but having no manner of bearing unen the rest of the com- 
munity: — a mason, who sincerely belie vea this, and felt himself 
bound by the promise he had interchanged with his brethren, not 
to divulge those signs &c.: — such a man, should he, notwithstanding, 
disclose those siens, tokens, words &c. would unquestionably forfeit, 
his word and his no nor. 

This it was not thought proper he should be asked to do, espe- 
cially for the mere gratification of insulting or wounding the feelings 
of the witness. This being the case, it was plain that if the same 
rule of examination should be applied to masons and seceding ma- 
sons, it would in its operation bo glaringly unequal and unjust. For 
these, and other reasons, a majority of the committee were decidedly 
of opinion that questions having such an object or tendency as above 
mentioned ought not to be put to masonic witnesses. And as no ob- 
jection, other than what has been before stated, was made by any 
member, they did at the time suppose that the course of proceeding 
agreed upon by them was unanimously approved of, or at least unan- 
imously acquiesced in. It was communicated to the committee that 
some gentlemen of the masonic fraternity, considering themselves to 
be placed in a delicate situation, were anxiOMS to be informed what 
would be expected of them by the committee. The committee 



thought it right that this request should be complied with, and re- 
quested their chairman to inform them of the course of proceeding 
with respect to the examination of masonic witnesses which the com- 
mittee had agreed upon. This was accordingly done, and the com- 
mittee were so informed by the chairman. With these arrang:ements 
the committee commenced the examinations on Wednesday, Dec. x 
7th, and soon found that there was little probabiHty of their being 
left without business. 

A number of the principal masons, who had been summoned, at- 
tended punctually : And on the other hand, although the antimasonic 
association (having rightly understood the public notice in which 
individuals had been invited to communicate in writing whatever in- 
formation they might be possessed of,) did not, as they had once be- 
fore the General Assembly, present themselves as a prosecuting par- 
ty, or as a party concerned or interested: Yet a considerable number 
of the leading and most active members of the party — most, if not all, 
of whom were signers of the memorial before mentioned; and were 
those who composed what was called "the State Committee," which 
was appointed by the antimasonic convention in September last; (the 
presiaent of the convention being one of the committee;) and was 
then clothed with power to make arrangements for an antimasonic 
prox in the spring — these, or most of them, in their individual capac- 
ity constantly attended the examinations and took part in them. Sev- 
eral of them were stationed at the table, and were freely supplied 
with stationary by order of the committee. They were likewise 
supplied with summons' or written requests to all such persons as 
they expressed a'wish to bring before the committee; and, with the 
aid of their friends around them, they were busily employed in bring- 
ing forward witnesses, in taking notes of the proceedings, and in pre- 
paring and handing in questions to the committee. In all which they 
were encouraged oy the committee, and every facility and indulgence 
was afforded to them. The same attentions were shown to those of 
the masons who took part in the examinations. ^ * 

The examinations in Providence occupied the committee more 
than ten hours of each day, on an average, for the term often days. 
They adjourned on Saturday night, the 17th Dec. to meet again at 
Newport on the Wednesday following. It was not expected howev- 
er that more than two of the committee would be able to attend there. 
Nor was it thought necessary that any number of members should 
be present at the taking of depositions: the proceedings were all 
public, and the depositions taken and signed by the witnesses them- 
selves, would all be before the committee when they should meet to 
agree upon their report. 

The examinations in Newport occupied eleven days; and during 
the same time a number of further depositions were taken in Provi- 
dence and in Warren by other members of the committee. The ex- 
amination of the first masonic whness in 'Newport occupied one en- 
tire day. A great deal of time was necessarily consumed in reading 
over the long and numerous manuscript forms of masonic obligations 
in the various degrees, and in questioning him minutely respecting 
iheir several parts and the dHTerences between them and other differ- 

B 



•ot forms which were produced for the purpose of being compared 
With them. Full answers were also taken to all the standing interro- 
gatories, and to a number of other questions handed in by aulimasons* 

In order to avoid the continual repetition of the same forms of 
proceeding upon the examination of every subsequent witness, which 
cou)d only be productive of a great deal of unnecessary labor and 
loss of time, the deposition first completed, together with all the in- 
terrogatories, the forms of thejnasonic obligations and a sheet of va- 
riations collected from the different forms contained in antimasonic 
books, were put into the hands of a respectable mason, (the same 
whose deposition had just been taken) who was requested to have 
together a number of the principal masons, who would be expected 
to give their depositions; and to have all those papers read over to 
them deliberately once for all. This was done solely for the accom- 
modation of the committee, and to save unnecessary trouble and 
waste of time. The committee are assured that no other deposition 
taken by them or any individual member has been at any time out of 
their hands. Although there could be no more impropriety in per- 
mitting a respectable witness, in whose integrity entire confidence 
could be placed, to have the perusal, at home or elsewhere, of any 
deposition previously taken, than in allowing him to be present when 
that and all the other depositions were taken; and, if he pleased, \o 
take down in wrhing the whole of the testimony given. 
« The proceedings of the committee were unavoidably laborious and 
tedious; but were not rendered more so by any attempt, in their 
presence, to embarrass or impede them. All those who appeared, 
whether as witnesses, or to take part in the examinations, conduct- 
ed themselves, (with one exception, which will be presently noticed) 
while before the committee, with strict propriety. And, what was 
of still more importance, all the'members of the committee acted to- 
gether in perfect harmony. And throughout the whole examinations 
nothing occurred in the slightest degree unpleasant, except in a sin- 
gle instance, and that of little importance. 

In the evening of the seventh day of the examinations in Provi- 
dence, when a long deposition of one of the masonic witnesses was 
about being closed, a question was handed in involving a call upon 
the witness to acknowledge some masonic sign or simbol referred to 
in the question. This question was in)inedialely rejected as uiani- 
festing a disregard to the rule of the committee which had been rc- 
l)eatedly announced, and acted upon invariably up to that lime; and 
in pursuance of which rule the present witness before he was engag- 
ed, was informed, (as the masonic witnesses generally had been) that 
he would not be required to answer any question about the masonic 
signs, &c. &c. One of the committoe (the cliairman) observed in 
substance, that the rule in question had been unanimously agreed 
upon by the commillee, or thai he had heard no member dissent 
when the committee had finally adopted it. They had maturely con- 
sidered the subject, and had no idle curiosrty to gratify by prying in- 
to the frivolities of masonry, and endeavoring to find out how ihe 
masons shook hands, or what motions they made with their thumbs 
or fingers. And he was confident that the public would feci no such 
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curiosity, nor countenance it in others. The person who had pre- 
sented the invproper question knew v^btti^ ^^^^ ^^^'^ of the cocnmittee 
was: they knew also that the witness (with his impressions upon the 
subject) could not answer such a question without forfeiting bis word 
and kis honor; and they had heard the committee assure him that he 
would not be required to answer any such question. To press such 
u question, notwithstanding all this, was indecorous both to the com- 
inlttee and the witness, and could have no other object than to insult 
a respectable witness because he was a mason. Such conduct was 
the more reiwrehensiWe considering the extreme indulgence which 
had been shown by the commUtee to all those employed in framing 
and handing in questions — the whole of which, unless clearly infring- 
ing the rule, had been readily received and put to the witnesses to 
whom they were addressed, however unimportant and even frivolous 
tnany of them might appear. 

After the committee had adjourned that ev||ping, one of the mem- 
bers (Mr. Sprague) mentioned to the ehairma?that he bad been mis^ 
taken in stating that the committee had unanimously agreed upon the 
rule alluded to; that he never had so agreed^ and in proof of this, 
he repeated the remark he had made respecting the probable cdn- 
nection there was between some of the masonic signs and the obliga- 
tion, as has already been mentioned. This stand was very unex- 
pected to the re^ of *the committee, who had until then, supposed 
that the committee was proceeding in the performance of their duty 
with perfect unanimity. They now concluded that it would be best 
hot to proceed further with the masonic witnesses but to confine 
ihemselves to the examination of other witnesses until the whole of 
the committee, (one of them being absent on account of sickness*) 
could get together and endeavor, again, to come to a good under- 
standing. They knew well that there were certain persons who 
stood ready to^ take- advantage of the slightest misunderstanding 
among the committee and, to seize upon every occasion and make ev- 
«ry exertion to defeat the object (which was to allay the existing ex- 
citements) which the General Assembly bad in view in instituting this 
investigation. They reminded their friend and colleague, (Mr. 
Sprague) of this palpable fact; and of the necesssity there was that 
there should be no disagreement in the committee ; and they assured 
him that if he could not coincide in opinion witti the rest of the com- 
mittee they would certainly submit to his opinion. 

It soon appeared that the committee were under no mistake in sup- 
posing that attempts would be made to frustrate the object of the in- 
vestigation. The next morning it was publicly announced that in 
consequence of the expressions made use of the evening bofore, 
those of the antimasionic party who had tlieretofore attended tho 
examination would probably lake po further part in them, or some- 
thing to that effect. It was also intimated that the committee were 
partial to the masons and did not examine them so strictly, nor ia 
the same manner as they had the seceding masonsf; and it was ru- 

*Mr. Simmons. 

tTh3 witnesses were sworn in • the usual manner* Oae ot two of thetn, 
wbe were called merely to answer some personal charge «nade against them 



)red that a part of the committee bad bargained with the masoDS 
Dout the manner in which^^h^y should be examined. As soon as 
be committee were all together, (except Mr. Potter who was stiil 
bsent,) the difficulty which had arisen was mentioned, and Mr. 
>prague having again stated that he never had agreed to the rule in 
[uestion; it was said to him by others of the committee, that, of 
:ourse, as he now asserted it, there could be no doubt of the fact he 
tated/. But they assured him that the rest of the committee had 
eally, all along, believed, that there was no difference in opinion 
imong them, and that he had acquiesced with thsm in the rule adopt- 
ed; and, as an apology for the mistake which it now seemed they had 
)een under, they mentioned a number of circumstances which very 
laturally led to such a mistake. They reminded him that when the 
committee had decided upon the mode in which they would proceed, 
bey, all of them, (himself equally with the rest) requested, or au- 
horized, the chairman, to inform the masonic witnesses (who had 
•equested lo be so inmrmed) what would be expected of them by the 
:ommittee. That the chairman afterwards reported to them all, that 
ie had informed some of the principal masons of the rule adopted by 
:he committee with regard to their examination, viz.: that they would 
3e required to disclose fully, and without reserve,^ all their masonic 
>aths or obligations; but that the committee cared nothing about 
;heir signs or ceremonies, words or tokens, and should ask no ques- 
tions about them. And it was here remarked that this communica- 
tion to the masons so properly given and sanctioned by the whole of 
:be committee present — by Mr. Sprague as much as by any of them 
—had been made the foundation of a false charge, that part of the cam- 
nitlee had bargained loith the masons. They further reminded Mr.' 
Spracue that the rule . in question had been repeatedly and publicly 
itated at the sittings of the committee, and had been acted upon up 
:o.that time without any appearance of objection to it from any 
quarter. But, since it appeared that the committee had been under 
I niislake, it was necessary that they should now come to a further 
jnderstanding. And in order to meet the suggestion of Mr. Sprague 
respecting the probable connection between some of the masonic 
ligns and the obligations, the following question was framed, viz.^ — 
''Does not a mason, upon entering or leaving a lodge, chapter or en- 
campment, make a sign recognizing, or having allusion to, or indicat- 
ing the penalty of the oath taken in his particular degree and appro- 
priate to the occasion and to the lodge or masonic body be enters 
3r leaves?" Mr. Sprague expressed himself satisfied with this and 
merely suggested further that, perhaps, it would be as well to put 

l)y preceding^ witnesses, were sworn to answer such questions as sbould be put 
'0 them. The manner of swearing them was no restriction upon their exam- 
nation ; all questions handed in were put to them. Probably this would 
lave been the most proper way to have engaged all the witnesses on such 
momalous examinations. Mr. A. Wilkinson himself mentioned that he should 
)refer giving his testimony by answering questions. Mr. William Horris af- 
er narrating for some time said he did not know how far the committee would 
fxpect of him to go or how much they would expect of him or some express- 
on to that effect. 



one question to each of the masonic witnesses for the purpose of at* 
certaining whether he would or would not decline answering quest- 
ions respecting the masonic signs, &c. and that if he declined, no fur- 
ther such questions need be put to him. The rest of the committee 
cheerfully acquiesced in this. And it was also expressed to be the 
understanding of them all, that every member was at full liberty, and 
bad a right to put any question he might think proper, without feel- 
ins any restraint from the opinions of other members. And thus this 
conference ended, as all such conferences ought to end, in the per- 
fect reunion and harmony of all the members of the committee 
throughout the subsequent examinations, and no further attempts 
were openly made tc/ embarrass their proceedings. 

When charges of such a character as necessarily to call into corf- 
flict the bitterest passions of those who make them and those against 
whom they are made, are inquired into, it is certain that jeal- 
ousies will arise and complaints be (nade from one quarter or 
another. And the stronger and more conclusive the testimony shall 
be, in support of the charges, or in refutation of them, the more 
certainly will the convicted party impeach the tribunal and complain 
of partiality and unfairness: For in that way only can the convicted 
party escape condemnation. Of rhis the committee were fully aware. 
But they were resolved, from the beginning, that whatever disposi- 
tion to complain niight be manifested, there should not, at any rate, 
be any cause for complaint. They invited and encouraged commu- 
^nication and information from whatever source they could be made or 
furnished. And they put all questions — not directly infringing their 
known rule — handed* in to them, from whatever quarter. And this 
intention to put every question which should be handed in, however 
unimportant, they so strictly adhered to, that no deposition was clos- 
ed until inquiry was made aloud: — if there was any person present 
who wished any further question to be put to the witness; and every 
deposition was kept open until all were fully satisfied, and no further 
questions were offered and called for. 

And finally, before they adjourned to NeVport they gave public 
notice, that as it had been their intention that every question, by 
whomsoever proposed, should be asked and answered, if there was 
any one who supposed that any question by him handed in had not 
been attended to, and would hand in the same question ag,ain, the 
witness for whom it had been intended should be again called and 
8uch question put to him, if any one of the committee should believe 
that any such question had ever before been handed to them, or was 
of any importance. And for this there would be ample opportunity 
as the General Assembly were shortly to meet in Providence, where 
the members of the committee would all be together at least during 
one week. 

In short, the almost unlimited indulgence shown by the committee 
to all those who took a concern in the exarninatic^ may be seen in 
the time which has been consumed, in the mass of questions which 
they received from those persons, and put to the witnesses, and in 
the character of many of those questions. And truly, their patience 
was frequently tried to the utmost, while obliging themselves to sit 
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«nd receive question after question, or sheets of queslipns, from A 
B and C, without allowiog tKemselves to decide whether those ques- 
tions were important or frivolous; pertinent or impertinent. But 
the final result has been satisfactory and successful beyond'their ex- 
pectation. For they believe they may safely say that all the evi- 
dence of any importance and pertinent to the investigation, which 
could by any exertions be procured, or^exists, in this State, has been 
procured and is in the possession of the committee. 

The masonic witnesses, who were summoned, attended readily, 
and, — with two exceptions only, — freely answered all questions they 
were required to answer. And the masons also exerted themselves 
in procuring some other testimony. And* on the other hand, those 
with whom the charges originated, x)r who were under the responsi- 
bility of having industriously kept them in circulation, must of ne- 
cessity, feel the strongest personal as well as political interest in 
shewing that those charges were not mere fabrications or misrepre- 
sentations. And accordingly, that there was no want of zeal, exer* 
lion or perseverance on their part was manifested by the number of 
witnesses brought forward by them from' different parts of the State, 
and from Massachusetts, and by their unwearied attendance at the 
examinations^ 

As the depositions in the hands of the committee are numerous, — 
fnore than a hundred, — and some of them of great length, taking up 
nltogether, several hundred folio pages closely written; the commit- 
tee will probably be expected to present a summary analysis and view 
of their contents from which an opinion may be formed of the scope, 
weight and heaviness ol the testimony, and ofthe results and con- 
clusions which may be drawn from it, 

. The whole testimony may be divided inta three classes as follows, 
viz: 

1st. That which relates to the forms, terms and contents of the 
masonic obligations. 

2d. That which goes to ascertain and establish the true construc- 
tion, meaning and extent of those obligations as they are understood 
by masons. 

Sd. That which relates to the practices, acts and conduct of ma- 
sons and masonic lodges; and to the supposed criminal avowals and 
declarations of indiv idual masons. 

With respect to the forms or words of the obligations tbe Mason- 
ic witnesses have furnished in writing those which they declare to be 
the only true ones used in this State up to the highest degrees here 
given. And on the other hand, the antimasons rely upon the author- 
ity of two antimasonic books called "Bernard's light on masonry" 
and "Allyn's Ritual;" which they say contain the real forms. And 
the forms in those books are declared to be substantially correct by 
several seceding masons. Upon comparing the two sets of forms, it 
is found thai there are no material differences in those of the two 
first dpg;rees; and none we think, are counted upon. In the masters, 
or third degree several differences are pointed out; which however 
do not appear to be of any importance. The following clause, how- 
ever, from Allyn's forms, is considered as involving something very 
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significant and iiAuortant, yiz: ' 'furthermore do I promise and swear 
that if any part oi this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold 
myself amenable thereto whenever informed." This clause is not in 
the Rhode Island forms, and all the masons here testify that it makes 
no part of the oath. One mason testified that he had heard a master 
who wanted confidence in his recollections of the oath, introduce 
something of the kmd by way of precaution, in case he should forget 
and omit some part of it. But it does not seem to be of any impor- 
tance whether the clause in question is used or not. For it is not 
alledged that any part ofthe obligation is omitted in the forms given 
by Allyn. But the contrary. When therefore the oath is adminis- 
tered according to AUyn's form (if that contains the whole, as seced- 
ing masons swear that it does,) there is nothing for the words 'Mf any 
part of this obligation be omitted at this time,'' to attach to: and the 
phrase or clause can only be used, (if they are used) by the oflScia- 
ting master, by way of precaution as before mentioned. But leaving 
these trifling and immaterial variations, there are in the several forms 
of the royal arch mason's oath some very important differences. 

In the form in Bernard's antimasonic books the candidate is made 
to swear that he will espouse the cause of a companion royal arch 
mason, so far as to extricate him from any difficulty, '^whether ht be 
right or urong.^^ He is also made to swear — in the sjime form — that 
be will keep the secrets of a companion &c. &c. ^^murder and treason 
not excepted,'*'* It is very clear that to take such obligations as these 
would be highly criminal: and if it were true that such are taken; it 
would go f|u* to justify the worst accusations brought against masons. 

We have therefore thought it proper to look strictly into the evi- 
dence in support of this charge. And we think, that the evidence 
of it ought to be strong and conclusive. Because, — putting aside for 
the present, the uniform testimony of all the masonic witnesses, — 
the presumption is strong that respectable and upright men would 
not be guilty of taking criminal oaths, which we know we would not 
take ourselves. There is also a fair presumption against the strict 
accuracy and impartiality of the books referred to. They, both of 
themf commence in a style of rank personal abuse, and are bitter, 
coarse and violent in the extreme. They were prepared and brought 
out at a time when there was a great demand for such works. And 
they bear every mark of having been manufactured to suit the mar- 
ket. 

Infinite pains were taken in them to exhibit masonry and mason» 
in the most hideous and disgusting shapes. It was a period when 
there was a rasing appetite for the marvellous and the monstrous. 
When alarms nad been excited and suspicions awakened which 
could swallow any thing. On such occasions there are always men 
enough to profit by the ferment. And accordingly innumerable 
tracts, pamphlets, almanacks, and books were poured out and spread 
over the face of the country, filled, most of them wlth*))ainted fig- 
ures, prints and pictures, as if designed for children; pictures of men 
and women, some hanging dead, by the neck; some with their hands, 
and some with their heads cut off and held by the hair in the grasp 
of the murderer standing by; pictures'of swords, spears and daggers; 
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coffins, gravet and human skulls with cross bones, and various other 
such hideous devices; ail designed to impress upon weak minds, and 
upon those who are out of the way,or have not the means of obtaining 
better information, the belief, that these ard true representations of 
scenes acted in the masonic lodges; that these lodges — which, as. we 
are informed, contain nothing that all the world maj not see — are, 
like the den of the cyclop's, paved with human skulls and bones; and 
that our friends and neighbors when they enter a lodge turn cannibals, 
and become plotters and approvers of murder, and conspirators 
against the welfare and safety of all the rest of the.community. 

Such books wethink, ought not to be rei^eived when the charac- 
ters of any of our fellow citizens are implicated. We should not, 
ourselves, expect to be so dealt with. It ought to be observed also 
that both Bernard and AUyn are New York men, and treat — we un- 
derstood — of New York masonry, and of the forms of oaths there 
administered; which — whatever they may be— .are no proof of the 
forms used in Rhode Island. For although it is asserted that mason- 
ry is the same all over the world, yet it will not do to pretend that 
the oaths or obligations are the same in different places either in form 
or substance. They are mbHantiully' different evert in Bernard and 
AUyn's books; although they both wrote about the same New York 
ceremonies, and one of them had the other to consult and to copy 
from. Thus Allyn has this clause in his form of the royal arch ma- 
son's oath, viz: "I furthermore promise and swear that I will employ 
a companion royal arch mason, in preference to any other person of 
equal qualifications!" But not a word of this is in the form given by 
Bernard. 

On the other hand Bernard has this clause. in his form of the same 
oath, viz: *'''*^lso that I will promote a companion royal arch ma^on^s polit- 
ical preferment inpreference to another of equal qualifications!^^ One would 
think that there was some substance in an oath like this, yet there is 
not a word of it in the form Allyn professes to give of the same New 
York oaths. And, Bernard himself says, that, *'this clause is some- 
times made a distinct point in the obligation in the following form, 
viz: furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will vote for acompan- 
K>n royal arch mason before any other of equal qualifications, and 
w iome chafders^^ — he continues — '^both are left ovt of the obligation,^^^ 
Yet these two writers; — differing, totally, as they do as to the form 
and substance of the same oath; — each of them tells us that his book 
contains the only true and correct form of the royal arch mason's 
oath as administered in New York. 

For still stronger proof, — should any further proof be thought nec- 
essary, — ^hat the masonic oaths vary materially and in substance in 
different places, we refer to the depositions of Doct. B. W. Case, 
Moses Thacher and Pliny Merrick, — seceding masons — which point 

* The discrepancy between these two book makers in ibis particular — one 
of them, Bernard for instance, inserting highly obnoxious and criminal clauses 
which Allyn leaves out, on his part inserting different clauses equally criminal 
which Bernard leaves out — gives cause to suspect that each of thorn dressed 
out the obligations in such manner, as he thought would render them most of- 
fensive. 
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out additions or omissions of more importance in point of substance, 
than all the rest contained in Bernard or Allyn's forms. And it ap- 
pears also from the masonic depositions, that the oaths are not the 
same in all respects, even in ditlerenl parts of this small State. It is 
palpable therefore that the forms of the oaths, as administered in 
New York or ctsewlicre, even if tliere was any proof what those 
forms are — which, as we have just seen, there is not, but the contra* 
ry — would be no evidence of the forms used in Rhode-Island. 

The same remark applies to the deposition of Pliny Merrick, which 
was written out by him and sworn to in Worcester," at the request of 
one of the members of this committee.* But although his testimony 
proves nothing respecting the oaths administered in Rhode-Island; 
yet on other accounts it deserres some notice. He is the only wit- 
ness who directly swears that the criminal clauses contained in Ber* 
nard's forms, as before cileti, are ever adminislcMcd any where, as 
parts of the royal arch nraso:rs oatii. 

It strikes this committee that any man who would take an oath to 
espouse the cause of a brother royal arch mason, &c. &.c. ^irhotkerhehe 
right or irron^,"and to keep lii-i secrc'ts, ^\niinlcy and Ucnson not except' 
eci;" — that any man wiio would be guilty of such a crime, would bo 
DO more entitled to. credit for any thing ho should aftorwar^'s swear 
to, thiin if he hail boon couviirled of a felony. Mr. Merrick seems 
himself to have a consciousness of this. And thror.ghout his long 
deposition ; while ho laboio to fasten the odious charge upon his 
brethren; he studiously avoids acknou lei-a-ns; that any such obliga- 
tions were ever administered to himself. This is a striking feature 
in his depositio!). He savs ihat he does iwl diiiincllff recollect Uieoalha 
and obligations of l!iC vMajfisr dc.^reesj inclv.div.g the royal arch, an admin" 
istered to him, \i\d ho li^ives his reasons for it, and continues thus,— <• 
^^Besidea this, when the nr^ai at'ch oath teas ndminiilcred lo mc I was tpry 
much ocercome both hij iha pre nous faiigne I had xindergo:ie and the nature 
and ch(iracttr oj the uh!igu:.i^ii; und Lecomln-^ .O'-i^i-t mas removed from the 
room before li^. fldaiinifil niHrin u: .^4 ;?:;'>• 'i e: ^ t9a ?:i ■; re : oinry I re: unxd to 
the room of the chxptrr ant] ;.v>. .-./ I'-rcugu tlic rf;,;(;r;;;?,5' c^ynrtcyiicsJ htU I 
ha'je no reooUcdlu-i ih.i! i\z yc:ii:7.ii'ig ffuH {fth^ o,vh iclis aUminiftercd.'^^ 

Aft^r having tir.:s (i»sc!"r;'u'.rri:?:;-e-J himrelf, he prc^ ecc^s vt-ry freely 
and expresses his bcliefli-til ll-n ciir^stc;* o?;>.s arcj^ivcn in Bernard's 
book siihstanti-iUy as ho Zci^;.:', — r.ct, as he icok, — and heard tbcm ad- 

' "" ■ ' ' iii 




y^.t hdicves thai tKc r.jrf^s ^^a^i^^hr and Ireason ^lot exrrpfc:!^! h-erc v..sc4^ bvl 
this htlhfis foundeA on a v:i.'>.tj of cit cu:nstar*ce'i dkllnct frcm a preciee 



re'^nlhrtion of the fact: 

This part of tl\c deposition is not happily expressed. It is calcu- 
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'Mr. Spngiie. 
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> make an impression that Mr. Pliny Merrick was desirous that 
ler should believe his masonic brethren to be guilty of a mon- 
srime, without his taking upon himself the responsibility of 
ig the fact* 

lother part of his deposition this winesifays thuheuas^ one year, 
to the offiu ofhijgh priest^ nohich is the highest cffice in the chapter; 
^epted the appainiment. That his predecessor Ihct, Chopin^ then 
hum all the jormsy ceremomes, oaths and obligations of the nvaral 
of the chapter and that he commiUed them to memory. ^^He bad 
ard Doct. Chapb repeat the oaths in the chapter while high 
and on one occasion he had heard a grand lecturer employed 
grand lodge of Massachusetts repeat the royal arch mason's 
-and thus qualified, he himself during half a year, officiated in 
ipter in bis office of high priest, and discharged all the duties 

n reading this the inquiry forcibly presents itself to the mind, 
should happen that by far the most important part of the oath 
n by Bernard, should make or leave so light an impression 
r. ftferrick's mind, that in a very few years he should be ia 
(whether it did or did not make a part ol the oath which he had 
) perfectly familiar with; which he most probably had himself 
stered; had often heard repeated and committed to memory; 
le should dufifkr% recollect, as he says, all other parts of much 
portance. He says that he once knew a candidate to hesi- 
the words ^^i»hetherhe be right orwrong'*^ and atkwheiher ii 
\ so9 But he does not recollect whether the same candidate 
d at the words ^^murder and treason not excqoted.^^ It is also to 
arked with respect to this witness, that if lie really was quite 
whether he took the criminal oaths or not; yet when he 
ae a study of them, and acquired a perfect and familiar knowl- 
f them, the plea of ignorance will no longer avail. 

it is for others to decide whether it would be more charitable 
s this royafarch mason, to believe, that since he has become 
ler and a political antimason, — as - it appears he has, — he has 
)d by the strength of his party prejudices and interests to mis- 
»nt the masonic oaths, or that, while he was an adhering ma- 
s was guilty of practising upon, and of administering, or coun- 
ing the administering to otners, of oaths which he knew to be 
highest degree criminal. In what this witness says about a 
ecturer appointed by the grand lodge; we are inclined to think 
it be mistaken; since it is abundantly proved that. there is no 
(tton between a grand lodge and any ol the chapter degrees.* 

committee do not consider it to be within their province to 

8 any opinion respecting the oaths as administered in Massa- 

tf. They have no evidence before tbem to enable them to 

The solitary deposition of Mr. Merrick speaks of a local 

le: What his bretnren of the chapter might have to say upon 

may have done what Mr. Merrick tajs be did, bat not in his cbarac- 
»cturer of tke graail lodge. 
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tha subject, if called upon, we cannot tell.^ But it is impossibl* te 
believe that their testimony would have any resemblance to bis. We 
will only notice further that many hundreds of respectable men and 
masons in Massachusetts have solemnly declared that they have nev- 
er administered or taken obligations of any such character. 

As there is no evidence that the obnoxious and criminal clauses in 
the forms of oaths contained in the antimasonic books, ever made any 
part of the forms used in Rhode Island, or indeed, any where else; the 
committee do not think it wotth while to lose time in statbe the 
testimony to the contrary. But the testimony of the Rev. Aloses 
Thatcher of Wrentham, Massachusetts, — a seceding mason,— ought 
not to be overlooked. He had taken in Providence seven degrees 
in masonry, including the degree of royal arch mason. When asked 
if he swore to assist a companion royal arch mason, 'Hohether he bt 
right or tntrn^," and to keep his secrets ^^mitrder and treason not exeept- 
td;^^ he swore positively that those clauses were not in the oaths ad- 
ministered to him. The words ^^vithout exception," in relation to 
revealing the secrets, he thought toere not in hU oath^ and he did not 
recollect a promise to employ a companion^ ^c, in preference lo another per- 
son. But notwithstanding he had thus falsified tlie forms of oaths in 
Bernard and Allyn in nearly all that is of any importance in thoso 
oaths, he yet swore that the obligation in the ro}al arch degree is 
substantially the same as that administered to him. 

This witness manifests the same disposition that is so apparent iu 
the deposition of Mr. Merrick, to make the oath bear upon others as 
heavily as he possibly could, consistently with his own exculpation. 
Thui he says he is confident tl^t he swore to assist a royal arch ma- 
son when in any difficulty, &c.; and he does not recollect that any 
icind of difficulty whs excepted; — clearly leaving it to be inferred that 
the brother mason is to be assisted 'Hvhether he be right or wrong." 
Although, when answering for himself he swore that those words 
were not admiuistered to him nor ''any words equivalent to them." 

The committee have before them a sheet handed iu by antiniasons 
showing the dififerences between the Rhode Island forms of the oaths 
and those contained in the antimasonic books. We have taamined 
them all and do not find any material dififerences other than those al- 
ready mentioned. The committee finding no proof to the contrary, 
must consider the manuscript forms handed to them by the masons 
who best know what oaths they administer or. take, to be — with such 
Immaterial variations as are made in different parts of the State, — the 
real forms of the masonic oaths administered in this State. 

The committee have attentively examined those forms of oaths 
and they can find nothing in the promises which masons make to one 
another as contained in them, to which a charge of criminality can 
attach. And indeed, as we believe, the promissory parts of the 
obligations are not so much relied upon as furnishing proof of the 
criminality of masonry. 

It is the penal clause of the ebligation, as the committee under- 
stand it, that is considered to be highly criminal in itself; and is made 

*Mr. Merrick boweTcr does inform as that tboscr of his bretbrea with whom 
he had cooTeried, disagreed with him. 



tbo basis of albtbo charges aeainst ruasonry imd maaocs. It is charge 
cd agaiost masons that, by tiiis penal clause, they subject themselves 
lo the absolute control of a secret masonic power and bhid them- 
selves by ties paramount to, and incompatible with, all ibeir civil, re- 
ligious and moral obligations. Tlie evidence oflered in support of 
thecliarge is, Ist, The terms or language of the penal clause itself: 
8d, The recognition of tlie penalties, in the masonic signs and sym- 
bols: and 3d, The testimony of witnesses.* 

Ilcport, in part, orcommiUee ou Masonry, Uc. House of Represent utivca, Janaury 20, 
1882. Read, received and laid on tlie table. \VM. S. PATTEN, Clerk. 

\st. The tenm or language cf the penal clause considircd. 

What was the character of the masonic fraternity at the remote 
period when their obligations were framed; or howthosp obligations 
were, at that day, understood and received by masons; cannot, now, 
be known. But it is evident that those antiqne forms and obligations, 
though still continued to be used, niusl from period to period, and 
among various people, in different countries, make difi'ercnt irrpres- 
sions, and receive different construcliOi?.=, conforming to the progres- 
sive state of society and civilization. 

It is to be noticed that the penal or binding clause of the masonic 
obligation, is, in substance, the i^amc from the first to the last degree 
of masonry. It is an invocation of death, varied in forms only 
throughout all the dej^i-ees in succession: — we mean all the degrees 
given in this State. VVhen therefore the meaning and true construc- 
tion of one of those penal C]uu.<;cs is ri2;htly understood there is noth- 
ing more to belearnt respecting nuy ol'thcm. 

The style of the penal clause of a master mason's obligation is as 
follows, viz: ^^BiniJing myself umlcv no less penalty than that of hav- 
ing my body Fevered in two^'&c. &c. We avoid talring any more of 
ihe clause than is necessary: because the language, if not crmrinal, is 
certainly i;nproper and offeusrive. 

The meaning conveyed by the v\-orus j'i?t recited, or any similpr 
words, must depend upon the occasion on v hich they are u«ed. If 
Buch a penally was prescribed in any existing law for a specified of- 
fence, tlie words would plaiuly have reicrence to the law, and would 
be construed in the same manner a** ihe words "And this affirmation 
1 make and give upon l!je peril of the penalty of j^erjnry;" which pre 
used by sonr.e witni*5ses asul some p^jhlic ofikers when lakir.p; their 
engagements as recjuisvd by law. But sliould the r^onie words *'Bird- 
ing myself under no loss a pcni^lty'^ C^c. be v.^od before riuy mere as- 
sociation or company of individu«ls, it \\ould be impossible (one 
would think) to ron«:idcr tliem in rnv other lieht than as a stroni: 
(and certainly an ir:-.:u*opnr) invocation, or imprecation, intenrlfd to 
increase the soli'mritv of ihe enenjiemcnts ei:tered into, luH to n nke 
a deeper i!npies>'on of the sincerity of the person entering ii:to them; 
and of his fix<ul determ'! ation to adhere to them. 

Before t!;o words in fjuc^jiion can be imdcrstood in the horrid icv.se 
in which soum pi.MSons appear to be very pnxious to have them nn- 

*The prrcrdint: par< of the report wa» iriaiU? to ihn Gcr.trr.l' ,^•y«n■V.'y r.t 
their Januarv session, A. H. lP.r/2, as p^r corliTrrnf ; '^f Jli'» Plrrk. 
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derstood, it must be'sbown, Isi. That the person usiDg them, s6ri« 
ously recognizes and acknowledges in the lodge be enters, an unlim* 
ited power and jurisdiction over his life and actions; and 2d. That 
the lodge seriously claims and asserts such power and jurisdiction. 
With respect to the candidate's understanding of the matter, we are 
informed that until the masons very recently made public all the ma- 
sonic obligations administered in this state, he (the candidate) did 
not know a word of the obligations he took until he came to rehearse 
them after the master. It would be absurd therefore to charge him 
with intending to recognize or acknowledge a power and jurisdiction 
in the lodge, which he could have no idea that the lodge pretended 
to claim. 

But he did know, from the previous address which it is proved by 
all the witnesses, is made to every candidate before he takes the ob? 
ligations, that those obligations were not to be construed or under- 
stood as containing any thing contrary to religion, morality, or the 
laws of his country. lie knew from the books of niasonic cmistitU' 
tioiiis and masonic monitors, which were in general circulation, that in- 
stead of his being required to take any obligations incompatible with 
his other duties, all tliose duties were (as he was taught to believe,) 
inculcated and cheri.slied in the institution he was about to enter. 
And lastly in the by-laws of the lodge, which were freely opened to 
him, he saw nothing but \\ holcL-on-.e regulations enforced by moder- 
ate penalties. The pov. erof expuls^ion be-ng the highest power 
which the lodge rlulmed to possess or exercise in any case; even in 
the case of a disclosure of its masouic proceedings. All this inform- 
ation every candidate ou^ht to be supposed lo possess because no 
man of ordinary prudence or understanding would join a lodge until 
he had possessed himself of it. At any rate many are possessed of 
all this previous knowledge, and the obligations are not designed to 
be differently construed in diflerent cases. 

Such being the circumstances under uhich the obligations have 
been administered, it is evident that the candidate who took them, 
coiild only understand and construe them according to the previous 
instructions and insight into the principles and objects of masonry, 
which masonry itself liad imparted to him. Nor could the lodge at- 
tempt to put any different construction upon them. For it cannot 
surely be believed that they would dare to tell the new m.ember that 
they claimed jurisdiction and power over his life and actions, and that 
they had so framed the obligations he had just taken, as to make him 
acknowledge and recognize that power without knowing it.* That 
all that had been held out to him, isi their books of constitution, by- 
laws, monitors and addresses was a mere deception contrived to lead 
. him into the snare; and that he must thenceforth consider his duties 
and obligations to his family, to society and to his country, all, as 
secondary and subordinate to the obligations he had laid himself under 
to them, the lodge. 

The idea is preposterous, and equally so would be the supposition 

* It is proved and acknowl^idsred that every mason is instructed, in Mic 
eharges or lectures, or both, not to solicit or urp^e any pcrpon to h*»come a ma- 
BQAy and not to recommend any ono whose cbara'^ter is net good. 
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that any ttiatt, ^iih a fspark of regard for character or principle, 
would, knowingly enter a lodge upon such base and criminal condi- 
tions; ot would continue in it for a single moment after detection. 
And on 'f he other hand, is it not wholly incredible that any body of 
men, whether masons or others, would undertake to assume, or jjre- 
tend lo .possess powers, the very claim to which would be crimmal 
and punishable; and the exercise of which would subject them to 
Vbe punishment of death, in the most ignominious form, as the vilest 
of criminals! Suspicion is never so strong as when it gets entirely 
free from facts and reason; and weak or suspicious minds are never 
easy until they do get clear of them. It is then that jhe grossest ab- 
surdities produce the strongest convictions. But in most minds sus- 
picion and credulity have their limits; and there are few men we think, 
whom the arts of impostors can bring to believe that a numerous and 
promiscuous collection of men, amounting in some lodges, to seve- 
ral hundred; and comprehending men of various descriptions, char- 
acters, habits, pursuits, interests and stations in life; many of them 
having little or no acquaintance with each other, and no intercourse 
in busmess or society;, some of them perhaps at variance and open 
hostility with each other as is often the case; some of them men of 
high standing in the community for their integrity and worth; and 
some of them men of loose, or light, or profligate characters; in 
Borneo manner of confidence can be placed; that all these can ex- 
ist together as a secret, confidential, criminal combination, claiming, 
«nd, without any possible interest, object or inducement, mutually 
conceding and acknowledging jurisdiction and power over each oth- 
«er8 lives and actions; each one, with unlimited confidence, trusting 
«nd placing his personal safety, his character, and perhaps his life iu 
the nands and power of all and every one of the others, without dis- 
tinction; the lowest and worst as well as the best: and enabling them 
all, at any moment, to bring him into danger, disgrace and ruin. 

The idea of a secret execution of their criminal purposes would be 
•preposterous, even were we to consider them as entertaining crimin- 
al purposes more than any other bodies of men, and without any as- 
eignable motive. The cliance of concealment and escape is the reli- 
ance only of practised criminals, who care comparatively little about 
detection. Yet the most hardened ruffian's arm is oftener palsied by 
the terror of detection and punishment, than it is nerved oy the su- 
rest hope and prospect of escape, and the strongest temptation to 
plunder or revenge. When he does strike, he takes his victim una- 
wares, and takes care to leave nothing which can possibly lead to 
detection: at least so he intends and believes. Yet his secret, though 
confined to his own single bosom, often gnaws its way out to the 
light, and is betrayed by his own uncontrolable terrors. But if the 
masonic societies were as bad as the assassins, (as it seems there are 
some who are bad enough to wish they should be thought to be) their 
situation, in respect to security from detection, would be far worse 
tlian his. For if there was in reality any such terrible tribunal as is 
pretended, or any such penalty of death, which ihey claimed the 
power of inflicting, any mason who should incur that penalty, by 
violating his masonic obligations, would, of course, be the first to 
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know his offence against masonry, and his danger, and would hav« 
the means of safety fuHy in his own hands. He would have nothing 
to do but to make his complaint before the magistrates, against his 
enemies, and expose their criminal pretentions and threats, and they 
would find themselves in shackles oefore they could raise jbl finger 
against him. Or if they were not proceeded against to this extremi- 
ty, their alarm in consequence of such a complabt and exposure, 
their fear for their own safety, and dread of detection and punish- 
ment, would be an effectual security to him against any future at- 
tempt, on their part, to molest him. In short, they would be much 
more in his power than he would be in theirs. Such, it appears to 
us, is the plain conclusion lo which we must necessarily arrive if w^ 
reason on the subject. 

And is there any thing inconsistent with this conclusion ev^ in the 
case of Morgan? If the lodge or chapter, to which he belonged, 
acted as a secret tribunal, claiming power over the lives of the mem- 
bers, and determined to execute vengeance upon any who should be- 
tray the secrets of the institution; would not Morgan, being a mason^ 
and knowing that the very existence of the institution depended upon 
the preservation of its mysteries, which he was about to disclose; 
and that such an act would certainly excite their wrath to the utmost 
and bring down their bitterest vengeance upon his head; would he 
not, thus apprized of his danger and of his enemy, would he not have 
guarded and protected himself against them? And would it not have 
been amply and perfectly in his power to have done so? There 
would have been a criminality sufficiently definable, and a criminal 
party easily pointed out and reached. There would have been noth- 
ing for him to have done but to have eone before the proper magis- 
trates, and have made a regular complaint, and the criminal parties 
could not possibly have escaped. They would probably have been 
detected on their own examinations. 

* But there would, besides, have been the direct testimony of at 
least two witnesses against them; Morgan the complainant ana Miller 
his partner in the work, who was also a mason. And in all probabil- 
ity there would have been other seceding masons, who mieht have 
been produced as witnesses. At all events enough must hiave ap- 
peared to have shown the necessity of reauiring the persons accused 
to have given bond for the peace. To aliedee that the magistrates 
in the neighborhood were all masons or under the influence of the 
masons, would not, if the fact was true, be a sufficent answer. For 
it would so much the more clearly have shown to Morgan the immin- 
ent dancer he was in, and the necessity of bis applying to magis- 
trates of a higher and more extensive jurisdiction. But, even if the 
neighboring magistrates had been so corrupt, which, it would be go- 
ing great lengths, for us to presume, as to have refused to have at- 
tenoed to his complaint; his oaving formally and publicljr made such 
a complaint, and tendered sufficient testimonjr to sustain it, would 
-Iteve iuUy answered his purpose, so far us his own personal saftey 
and rights were concerned. For no injury could have been done to 
him afterwards without fastening the accusations upon those against 
whom he had made them. And in this the magistrates themselves 
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would have been involved, aod, of course, would have been deeply 
interested in his safety. 

It is certain therefore that in the case stippoaed; all the means of 
safety would have been perfectly at Morgan^s command. And it is 
past belief that he would have rushed upon his fate, and have made 
no use of those means. It is therefore but a fair inference, that, no 
such secret tribunal, and no such assumed power over life existed; 
since, if they had existed, they must liave been known to him, and 
he would have protected himself against them. So far from doing 
this, it does not appear that he felt himself under any greater appre- 
hensions than any other individual, would naturally have felt, who 
was about to do an act which he knew would exasperate a large and 
influential class of individuals. This, Morgan, and every body else 
who was acquainted with his intended disclosures, knew would be 
the effect of his publication; and no doubt he calculated upon it. 
But, it seems, he chose to encounter the anger and threats of the of» 
fended persons rather than forego h'-s prospects of profit from the 
adventure he had engaged in.^ lie therefore went on with his 
work until his progress was arrested by the hands of liie ruffians who 
bad openly beset and threatened him from the beginning.! 

*»Ve havo not h^ard it all?i;;?cl that jMorj;an had any other motive for his 
publication than that of rcapiri:^' a pt^cuninry profit Irom the disclo.surc of the 
masonic mystcrios which had bc^'n confidful to him, as a mason, by his breth* 
ren. It app-^.arsby a nurraliva iu n^:?rnard's book, said to have been prepar- 
ed undeir i\\ci inspection of a nnmbor of antimasonic committees, and by a re- 
poii of a tOinmittec to the aniii.icisomc lonrcnlion at Philadcfphia m 1830, that 
lie was born in Culpeppf.T Count)*, Va. and was by trade a brick and stone 
mason. He was afterwards a murchnnt in Richmond: and ** it is said (con- 
tinues th3 last mentioned report) that he was a ca}itain in a militia regiment, 
and was pr^'sent at the battle of Now Orleans in Jan. 1815." He next 
commenced the business of a brewer in Upper Canada. Bein;^ there burnt 
out and r^d'iced to poverty, be went to Rochester in N. Y. and again took 
his trade of a mason j but an indamation of the eyes soon afterwards incapac* 
itated kitn for labor. From Rochester he went to Butavia, and there under- 
took the compilation and p.iblicatioa of hrs hnol:, in company with one Miller, 
who was a print-.^.r and freemason. yVfierwari-s o^ie Johiis^ having olTsred to 
advance what money mi^^ht h.; wa-if vl, wns {jikcn info (!:;» Ciiiscprrj, and was to 
sbaro in t'l^ profiJs. But Johns, (il is saiH in thn r.-ports rf^ftirred lo) joined 
Blorj;*an an 1 Mill-i' onlv for tho p- rpr.s.^ of d/'fcnfinp; th:^ piiblicaiion. 

tFroin the sam-i arilimasonii'. nurra'ire it apii"^f»r.j, that n!lh:)T:'rh there were 
a consi'ierablp niimber arfn.xllv i>nn:'>c:?-! in tlio ah !:clion of Mnrr/^an, and m?.- 
ny wore ar*qiiainted with i\j y^»t in all prohahiiity (here werr* bjft v«rv few 
wha had ar.y h.ind in l!ie mMn'h'r, cr any hnowl.Tidore of if. or who would havo 
had any con; cm in it had tlie dfs-cni b-^on known to t'»em. The orioinril plan, 
(outrai»'?ous en^'i«\h t«» h'* si;rr.') wa.< ti* crtr.fine him in Canada, where be was 




disposing of him was h.?M on ih" r.i-ht of the 14ihofS*pt. IJr2(), by srvta 



person.^, who dc'tfrmi.ifjd to ca^t hi.n i.»to thi; rivor. " Aflcr Ihry had start 
to carry lliat dirt-rniinatir-n into offccf," says Ihf* report ji:st m.:r,lioned, "o 
qfih* company discovcrtd a rdwfa ice (o go such l^r^lhs, ichxch v:icourag 
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la forming a rational opinion upon this subject of the maionic pea 
alties, some light may be obtained from the other clauses of the ob- 
ligations. In the penal part of the master mason's obligation, the 
candidate binds himself not to violate any part of ibsA, obligation. But 
there are many parts of it which are' comparatively unimportant. . 
For instance, the following, according to Allyn, are among'the prom* 
4ses made by the candidate, viz: 1st. That he will not wrong the 
lodge, nor a brother of that degree, to the value of one cent, &c. 
2d. That be will not speak evil of a brother roaster mason, &c. 3d. 
That he will not be at the initiating of a young man in nonage, an old 
man in dotage, an hermaphrodite, or a woman, 8it, According then 
to the construction which some antimasons insist upon putting upoa 
'the penal clause, should a master mason fail (o keep any {)f those 
promises, the lodge would have unconditional power, by his own sti- 
pulation and consent, to have '^his bocfy severed in two in the centre, 
and divided to the north and south, his bowels burnt to ashes in the 
midst, and scattered by the four winds of heaven, that there miglit 
not the least remembrance remain among men or masons t>T, so vilo 
and perjured a wretch, as he had become by having wronged a lodge 
or a brother to the value of one cent; or having spoken evil of him; 
or, (as the case might be) of having been present at the initiating of 
a man under 21 years ^f age, or a woman, or an hermaphrodite* 
And, in the last case, that of initiating an hermaphrodite, &c. &c. the 
whole lodge then present being equally guilty of that unpardonable 
crime, the tribunal must pass sentence of death upon itself, and exe- 
cute the sentence by committing suicide. And, after all, if this sage 
construction of the penal clause was to be adopted, what would it 
amount to? It would only bind the member to hcep bis several pre- 
ceding promises, all plainly defined and expressed; and which, if they 
contained any thing in themselves objectionable, are rendered per- 

ollurs to remonstrate y and the project was abandoned jor that time. On the 
ni^htof the 15th, a similar consultation was held between four persons y as to 
the disposition of Morgan biU nothing was decided upon. At this consulta- 
tion colonel King became oflfended with Mr. Giddins, for expressing a desire 
thtU Morgan should be released; and Giddins surrendered to him the key sf 
iht magazine,^^ Thus we see how difficult it is even for- the most daring and 
flagitious meu to prepare their minds for the commission of murder. These 
persons had already, before they took the life of Morgan, gone so far, that 
they had reduced themselves to the direful necessity of deciding between his 
fate and their own. And yet, although thus tempted onward to the final 
catastrophe, and still, no doubt filled with revengeful feelings towards 
the victim, they repeatedly recoiled from the horrid deed. Three, out of 
the seven who met on the first night, shrunk from the commission of the 
«rime; and some of them remonstrated against it; and one of the remaining 
four who met the second night even, expressed a wish that Morgan should be 
released; and from what passed between him (Giddins) and the miscreant 
King, it is probable that hut for the latter, the deed would^ not have been 
^one. At any rate, there is reason to' believe and hope, that not more than 
three or four persons were actually concerned in the murder. And by them 
it was perpetrated because they were murderers in nature and in character, 
and would have done the same deed on any other occasion, and in any other 
cause in which the same baneful passions should have been excited to the same 
«xcess. D 
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fectly .harmless by the qualifications, ^and explanations, and condi- 
tions, ubder which they are taken. And, beyond this, the lodge- 
would not have the slightest power or control over him, even upon 
the supposed construction. 

There is one curious piece of documentary evidence, proving the 
correctness and truth ot the constructions and explanations, given 
by masons, of their masonic obligations, which has been inadvertently 
furnished by those who now insist upon a totally different under- 
standing of those obligations; such an one as would render them 
highly criminal. In the published proceedings of an antimasonic as- 
semblage, held in Boston in May last, we find the following entry, 
vist: "On motion of B. P. Hallett, Esq. of R. I. it was resolved that 
Messrs. Hallett, Whalley and Pike, of Suffolk, be a committee to 
examine a pamphlet herewith presented, believed to have been de- 
signed and published in cypher, by masons, as a guide for masters of 
lodges," &c. &c. And shortly afterwards, among the same proceed- 
ings, is to be found the report of that committee.' More than one 
^f of that report is occupied in establishing the fact that the said 
pamphlet in cypher is a genuine masonic work, and ^^coniains originat 
masonry J in the three first degrees as adminislered in the Jfeto Enghmd 
lodges.^^ This fact they pronounce to be conclusively substantiated 
by such kind of evidence as that on which ^^re$to," to use their own 
language, ^Hhe proof of the origin of the most celebrated works of anHautty^ 
dtid, in a great degree^ the authority of the scriptures themsehes.^^ They 
therefore, *'by way of distinction," they say, designate this book by 
the title of "The Mason^s own book." in another part of the re- 
port they say, "we have also satisfactory evidence of the fact, that 
another copy of this work is in the possession of an adhering mason 
in Newport, R. I." It happens that this last mentioned copy is now 
in possession of this committee; and has been identified by the testi- 
mony of one of the witnesses, (Doct. B. W. Case,) who had been in 
possession of both the copies; that which was carried to Boston^ 
as well as this. Dr. Case obtained this book from Capt. Howland^ 
a mason, and afterwards loaned it to the chairman of this committea^ 
whom he also favored with a key or translation of a considerable por- 
tion of it, with which, for a clue, the rest is easily decypheved. The 
committee before mentioned, after assuring the Boston assembly that 
^Hhe information developed is doubtless highly important," conclude 
as follows, viz: "Annexed to this report, is a correct translation of 
the three first lectures comprised in the pamphlet under considera* 
tion, all which is submitted for the disposition of the convention." 
But it seems that, that convention did not think proper to make any 
other dispostion of the highly important translation, than to suppress 
it; for it is not to be found among the published proceedings of that 
body; and we do not understand that it ever has been made public. 
The reason of this attempted concealment and suppression of that 
important document is now obviovs. It appears that the oaths given 
in that book in cypher, are the same as those proved to be used by 
masons in Rhode Island; almost word for word the same as those 
used in Newport; and whollv falsifying the forms contained in Ber- 
nard and Allyn's books, so far as they differ from the I^hode Island 
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forms; not one of the obnoxious clauses introduced in those books 
being found in ^< The maion*$ own book.^^ 

But we refer now to this book in cypher for another purpose. Tt 
contains the lectures for the three nrst degrees; in which lectures 
the masonic signs and ceremonies are taught and explained. The 
lecturing is carried on by questions and answers between the.master» 
or lecturer, and the senior warden, — we understand — or some officer 
of the lodge. In the very first page of the first lecture, we find thtt 
following questions and answers, viz: ^'Q. What makes you a mason? 
A. My obligation. Q. How shall I know you to be a mason? A. 
By a certain sign, token, word, and the perfect points of my initita* 
tion. Q- What are signs? A. Right angles, horizontal and perpen* 
dicular. Q. Please to give me the sign of an entered apprentice/' 
The mason rises and gives the sign. Q. Has that any allusion? ^^A« 
It has, to the penalty of my oblgation, that I would rather have my 
throat cut across from ear to ear than to reveal the secrects of free- 
masonry unlawfully." 

Here we find the identical construction and explanation of the ma« 
sonic penalties which have uniformly been given by the masons 
themselves, — who, in further explanation, say ^Hhat a mason, like a 
christian, promises to be faithful even unto death," but thereby gives 
no jurisdiction or power over bis life, or actions to any tribunal 
whatever. And that tliis, with masons, is the true understanding of 
the masonic penaltj^s, is now, we find, proved beyond dispute, by 
this book in cypher; which, according to the committee which pre* 
seated it to the Boston antimasonic assembly before mentioned — was 
designed '<as a guide for masters of lodges," and was found, — anoth- 
6r copy of it, — among the papers of a deceased adhering mason, a 
citizen of Providence, "several years,— as that committee say,— be- 
fore the abduction of William Morgan, and of course before antima-' 
sonryhad an existence."' 

And the same explanation of the sense of the penal clause is hon« 
estly given by Doct. B. W. Case; who, if we are rightly informed 
bas better reasons for b,eing hostile to masons than any other man ia 
the State. He refers to Bernard and Allyn's books for the history- 
of Hifam Abiff, which, — according (o them, — is shortly this, viz. r 
That Hiram was the grand master mason, — workman, — at the build- 
^g of Solomon^s temple, and possessed the mysteries of the trade in. 
the highest decree. That, when the temple was nearly completed^ 
«ome of the fellow crafts,— under workmen,— conspired to extort 
the secrets from Hiram, ''that they might pass," says Bernard, "a» 
n^^sters in other countries, and receive higher wages." They way- 
laid Hiram and demanded the secrets ; he refused to give them and 
persisted in his refusal, and they murdered him. Thus Hiram Abiff 
J^as murdered by ruffians for keeping the secrets from them, and not 
hy QQasonsfor violating his obligations by revealing them. After th» 
history is gone through, "the master" says Doct. Case; and soaajr 
la sabstance, Bernard and Allyn, "addresses the, candidate, and 
tells him he now represents, not only one of the greatest of men, but 
2® greatest mason we have any account of; viz.: our grand master 
Hiram, whose tragical death is thus related," &c. as above. Doct. 



Case then proceede: ^^He," the candidate, ^^ %8 then impresad in At 
gtrange^ manner by the master THAt he must imitate Hibam and loss 

HIS LIFE RATHER THAN REYBAL ANT OF THE SECRETS OF MASONRY.'^ 

2d. Evidence of the meaning of the masonic penalties to be derived from the 

masonic signs^and symbols^ ^c. 

It appears that there are certain masonic signs, &c. appropriate to 
the different degrees in masonry by which those degrees are distin- 
guished one from another; and that those signs, &c. have alluf ion to 
the penalties of the obligations of the respective degrees. And what 
that allusion is and how understood by masons i»j as we have al- 
ready seen and fully explained and shown in the masonic lectures 
contained in the books in Cypher, where, the question being asked; . 
the answer is, that the sign of the degree has allusion to the penalty 
of the obligation, viz.: that he, the mason, had rather suffer so and so 
than to mokUe his obligations. The same explanation, of course, ap« 
plies equally to the masonic symbols, &c.; for it is evident that all 
masonic signs, ceremonies, symbols or emblems, which respectively 
have allusion to the penalties of the different masonic obligations 
must necessarily be understood in connection with those obligatioDS 
aud in the same manner as they are understood. For instance; the 
emblematical representation of a tall steeple with the figure of a man's 
head on the top of it, has allusion to the penalty of the knight tem- 
-plar's obligation, viz.: ^'that he had rather haj^e his head placed 
ujpon the top of the tallest steeple in Christendom than to violate 
his obligations. 

Thus it appears that the evidence to be derived from the masonie 
signs, symbols and ceremonies, is confirmatory of the explanation 
wnich masons give of the masonic obligations. 

8df. Tlie meaning of the masonic penalties and obligations according to th^ 

testimony of witnesses. 

Whether the obnoxious and criminal clauses found in the forms o^ 
oaths in the New York antimasonic books, were inserted to serv ^ 
the purposes of corrupt politicians in that State, or are really use^I 
in their lodgqs or chapters, we have not the means of ascertaining- 
But we have seen that the obligations taken by masons in this Stat ^ 
are wholly free from those criminal clauses, and of this fact, the eir- 
idence would be satisfactory and conclusive even without the testi- 
mony of the masonic witnesses. It is verified, indeed, even by tb^ 
testimony of several of the most respectable of the seceding masonSt 
so far as their information went; particularly by Anson Potter, and 
John Brown; the last of East Greenwich, and one of the signers of 
the antimasonic address published in September last. Those, then* 
and no others aie the obligations, the meaning of which, as under- 
stood by masons, it is wished to ascertain. For this purpose the 
masons themselves were called upon, who alone could tell what was 
their understanding of them. 

The preceeding, certainly, was not an ordinary one ; and it might 
well be questioned whether the committee or any other tribunal, if 
resisted, could have adhered to it. But the masons having at the 
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Mqudst of the committee, written out and delivered in the forms of 
all the masonic obligations administered in this State, as before men- 
tioned; freely came forward ^when called upon, and upon their oaths 
gave, full, explicit and unequivocal explanations of all those obliga- 
tions, and of the sense in which they had always understood them; 
and without hesitation answered all questions put respecting them, 
as well those handed in by their adversaries as those put directly by 
the committee. 

Th^ masonic witnesses examined were about sixty in number, most 
of whom explained their obligations and in Substance, uniformly in 
the same way. They are all of them men of good standing and many 
of them men of high standing and respectability in the community. 
The grand lodge, which is the representative head of all the lodges, 
had also given the same explanations in an address to the public. 
Those explanations may therefore be considered as expressing the 
sense of the whole masonic fraternity in the State. And being in all 
respects consistent with the obligations themselves, (as proved to 
be taken in connection with and qualified by the previous addresses 
and the charges) the question as to the sense iHh which those obliga- 
tions are understood by the masons themselves, who have taken 
them ought to be considered as settled; unless there is some proof 
that they have given different explanations on other occasions; or 
bave 'practised upon a different construction. In that case it would 
be necessary to compare the conflicting testimony and to decide 
apon its relative weight. But there is no such proof of any kind 
whatever. The testimony given by the masons stands, therefore, 
wholly uncontradicted. 

There are several depositions of seceding masons in which adiffer- 
tnt explanation is given as their understanding of the matter: but in 
this, there is no contradiction of the declarations of the masons 
expressing their understanding of it. What is said by both sets of 
witnesses as to their respective constructions of the obligations may 
be perfectly true. 

It is to be regretted that those seceding masons should have taken 
obligations which they considered highly criminal and injurious to 
thehr fellow citizens; and, much more so, that they should have wil- 
fully continued in error, some of them for years, advancing on to the 
Wghest degrees of iniquity; according to their belief. But, better 
IWe than never; they did right in withdrawing at last. They were 
l^ound to do so, not only for their own conscience sake; but in duty 
to their brethren, who believed the obligations they had taken to be 
Perfectly innocent; but who, by associating with them, as masons, 
fxposed themselves to the imputation of entertaining* the same opin- 
ion of thB criminality of obligations which they nevertheless contin- 
^od to adhere to. 
Having at last, performed this duty, the seceding masons, we prc- 
. sume, meant in their depositions no more than to give their reasons 
for^tand to acknowledge their past error. For we are bound to 
presume that they did not mean to. criminate their brethren whom 
they had recently left, and to charge them with having the same un- 
«landing of the obligations as they, the seceders, had— believing. them 



50 

to be crimiaal; yet continuing to practice upon them. If they had heard 
the masonic fraternity give different explanations of the meaning of 
their oaths, and known them to practice upon different instructions; 
it would have been their duty to have stated the facts, and most un- 
doubtedly, they would have done it, and must have been weighed by 
its amount, and the number and respectability of the witnessee. 

But having no such facts to state, and knowing of none such, for 
them to make or insinuate such a charge,' would manifest a hardihood 
and an abandonment of all decency and principle, which would justly 
and effectually strip themselves of all credit. We are bound there- 
fore, we repeat, to presume that they meant no such thing; and that 
they intencled only to express their own individual sense of the ob- 
ligations, without impeaching the veracity of others expressing a^dif- 
ferent one. With this understanding of their testimony, as there are 
but few, comparatively, of those dissenting witnesses; as they are 
not now masons, and speak only of their own opinions, which cannot 
affect the opinions of the masons themselves, it is not very necessa- 
ry that we should refer particularly to what they do state. We will 
however give the substance of the testimony of each of them upon 
this head. 

An interrogatory was framed (the 10th of the standing interroga- 
tories) for the purpose of getting the understanding of each witness 
upon the subject of the penal clause. Mofts Thaehery in answer to 
this question said, *^ when I took these oaths I did not, at that time, 
consider that I was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to inflict the pen* 
alties of said oaths as expressed in the question, because I did not 
until sometime afterwards give serious attention to the import of 
those oaths, as I have before stated; the circumstances under which 
they are taken renders it impossible !" He once heard the subject 
introduced (of masonic penalties) in St. Albans Lodge ^^ one mem- 
ber explained the subject in this way, that the candidate swears thtC 
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and so." 

Levi Chact. He did not at first consider the oaths as giving juris* 
diction over life, but on reflection he did — probably about a year af- 
terwards. He considered that his life would be in danger if he had 
complained to the lodge. 

Anson Potter. After he had looked the oaths over^ he had but little 
doubt about them — he considered that he had placed his life at stake. 
When this was he does not inform us. If by looking the oaths over 
he means reading them, he could not have done this until Morgan's 
book cara^ out, unless he read them in ^^ the Mason's Own Book," 
in which the penalties are explained directly contrary to his expla- 
nation. 

John Prentice. Did not know as he ever came to any conclusion 
as to the jurisdiction of ihe lodge. Did not believe that if'he broke 
his obligations, the lodge would take his life. Never heard the pow- 
er asserted, nor the question of the penalty discussed. 

John Brovon^ of E. 6. Did understand that he gave such jurisdio- 
tion to the lodge as far as he could, and that he was to share io it 
over others. 

DocU B. W. Case. Had the same understanding of it as Mr. J* 
Brown. 
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Rm/ Patt$r, He kfUu> the penalty of tbe masonic obligations to be 
death in case of revealing the secrets. 

- These, we think, are all the witnesses whose depositions contain 
any thing upon this head. And we perceive that they do but eive 
their own impressions, and do not in any way contradict any thing 
that is said bv the masons as to their understanding of the penalties. 

As applicable to the same subject, the chairman of the antimasonic 
committee (Mr. Wm. Sprague,) asked the attention of the commit- 
tee to certam letters of Mr. Ray Potter, Mr. Wm. Sprague, jun and 
Mr. John Prentice, and a certificate of Mr. Henry Tatem and others, 
contained in a newspaper — the R. I. American of August 2, 1881 '^ . 

These gentlemen put the same construction upon the penalties as 
is given by some of the last named witnesses: But they do not con^ 
tent themselves with merely stating their own impressions. It seems 
that the grand lodge, in an address to the public, had given an ex- 

Slanation of the penal clause of the masonic obligations, as it is un- 
erstood and practiced upon by tbem. 

It was the same explanation which is now found to be the only true 
one. But,' in consequence of it. Elder Ray Potter, who says he had 
taken one degree in masonry, — -pntered apprentice's, — publishes in a 
newspaper an address to the grand lodge; in which he a good deal 
more than insinuates against them the charge of falsehood, knavery 
and impiety. The following extract from his address is taken from 
tbe newspaper handed to us by Mr. Sprague Sen. Viz.: *'I never ex- 
pected to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of 
HMTol or religious standing; much less from the Grand Lodge of Rhode- 
l^and like the following" — "We, (the grand lodge) solemnly aver, 
m the sight of heaven, and appeal to the Searcher of hearts to attest 
our sincerity, that we have never received, given ilor countenanced, 
toy obligation requiring or sanctioning tbe sacrifice of human life, as 
the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets." 

It is this solemn affirmation of the grand lodge which excites the 
tstonishment and indignation of Elder Potter; and the following is 
the manner in which he proves its falsehood, viz.: "Now I most sol- 
6iDuly aver in the sight of heaven, appealing to the Judge . of all the 
earth that I speak the truth, that, there was administered to me in 
the Pawtucket lodge, the obligation of an entered apprentice to keep 
the secrets of masonry, the penalty of which was thus expressed: — 
Binding myself under no less penalty than to have my throat cut 
Across," &c. reciting the same clause, in substance, as that contained 
in the form of the oath given by the masons, and as that given in the 
hook in cypher "The Mason's own Book;" in which book we have 
seen this penal clause of the obligation is explained in precisely the 
*dme sens^ and manner as it is understood and explained by the 
flnind lodge and the great body of masons. 

*The following is an extract from a letter addressed by Mr. W. Spragae, 
^. to the committee, viz: '^ Paper No. 7, contains the statement of one of 
your honorable committee, William Sprague, jun. Esq. asserting tbe language 
^f certain portions of the three first oaths. It is requested that that gentle* 
*^& may be examined with others who have certified with him." — 4, 5. 



This is but one of the frequent instances in which rash men bring 
themselves into situations in which the only hope of escape from thQ 
severest reprehension is, in that christian charity which they have 
themselves withheld from others, when- justice only was asked of 
them. Mr. Potter had no proof that the members of the erand lodge 
were not sincere, and did not believe what they affirmed! He bad 
never heard them give a different explanation, or known them to 
practice upon a different construction of the obligations. He did 
not pretend that he had. The only ground of bis charge against 
them was, that they differed from him in opinion. He swears, (in 
his deposition) that he knew the penalties of the masonic obligations 
to be death. The grand lodge merely aver that they do not under- 
stand them so, and do not countenance any such constru<;tion of them 
by the brethren. According to his construction the obligations are 
highly criminal; according to the construction put upon them by the 
grand lodge, whose province it is to instruct the fraternity in the true 
sense and meaning of their obligations: according to them, those ob- 
ligations are innocent: and for this, Elder Potter denounces them. 

He does not charge them with ignorance- or error of opinion. It 
would be absurd for a one degree mason to do so. Many of the mem- 
bers of the grand lodge have been masons for a great number of years; 
ihave officiated, and been present at the. initiation of many others; 
^nd are thoroughlj acquainted with all masonic proceedings and prin- 
ciples. It is not ignorance; it is something much worse, that Elder 
dPotter charges them with. His own language excludes tbe idea of 
diis charging them with mere error of opinion. ^'I never expected 
to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of moral and 
^rel^iaus standing; much less from the grand lodge of Rhode Island, 
dike the following." This cannot be misunderstood; it indicates 
i¥ith quite sufficient plainness, the nature of the charge he makes, 
•-against the members of the grand lodge; and not only members of 
dhe grand lodge, but the whole body of masons in the State, whom 
4hey represent, and whose sentiments he knew, or had reason to be- 
lieve they spoke. 

But Elder Potter was not satisfied with his own attack upon the 
.grand lodge, he must incite others to fall on with him. Tnis was 
wholly unprovoked. It does not appear that they had given himaoy 
offence, or even that tbey knew there was such a man in existence- 
The reason he assigns, in his letter to William Sprague, Jr., for bis 
attack upon the grand lodge, was that tJiey had virtually accused of 
faUeliood^ the whole body ofseceders in the United States^ who had dtclarid 
the penalty of the masonic obligations to be death. We find nothing in tb^ 
address to which be alludes, which furnishes the slightest foundatioc^ 
for this charge. 

The persons to whom Elder Potter applied, (Mr. Sprague and 
Mr. John Prentice,) readily answered to his call; and the former sup^ 
plied him with a certificate signed by four others. Mr. Prentice goe^ 
almost as great lengths as Elder Potter himself; and broadly anci 
coarsely intimates his opinion, that the grand lodge had been guilt3(^ 
of falsehood. We do not think it necessary to repeat his language ' 
It may be seen in the newspaper referred to. lie was a menu>er a* 



m lodge about eigbteen years; the first part of the time very active 
tts junior deacon; and he ^'never heard any one attempt to give any other 
explaaation to the oaths and penalties of masonry than those that 
struck the mind when they are first repeated, viz: a plain literal sig* 
ttification 

Yet in his deposition before referred to, he swore that he did ^'not 
kaow that he ever came to any definite conclusion as to the jurisdicr 
tion of the lodge." He ^^ did not believe that the lodge would 
tftke his life if he broke the obligations." He further says in his let* 
ter, ^^I have seen a considerable number take these degrees, and I 
never beard any one attempt to explain these oaths and penalties 
diflTerent from what they read." From this he plainly intends it shall 
be inferred that the penalty for a breach of the obligations is death/ 
ilnd that the lodge, according to the words of the penalty, would 
have power to inflict it. Yet, in addition to what we have just taken 
from his. deposition, given before the committee, he therein further 
twears, that he never ''heard the subject of the nature and extent of 
the masonic penalties discussed in any lodge;" and he never ''heard 
k asserted in any lodge, that said lodge had power to inflict upon any 
iiteinber, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment than ex- 
pulsion," &c. &c. Such is the difference between a letter written 
toi^a newspaper, and a deposition under oath. Mr. Prentice discov- 
l^rs a great deal of warmth both in his deposition and his letter. The 
eau§e of this, perhaps, is sufliciently explained in the deposition of 
Senajah Warner and William Trescott, both in the appendix. 
• He^nry Tatem, Willard Ballou, Emanuel Rice, Robert W. Potter, 
tigam's to the certificate procured by Mr. Sprague for Mr. Potter, 
U «ay, "From our ovm personal knowledge^ the account therein (Elder 
" Potter's communication,) given of the penalty annexed to the obliga- 
^ea of an entered apprentice mason is correct. Nor have we ever 
aaderstood or heard any mason express any other meaning of the 
.|>«Dahy," &c. &c. This seems to be rather a peremptory mode of 
aettiing a question, upon which the representative body of the whole 
aiasonic fraternity had expressed an opposite opinion. 

Mr. WUliam Sprague j Jr. expresses a similar opinion, and he also, 
^ver "heard any mason express or imply (previous to the address of 
tile grand lodge) that the meaning of [tbe penalty] was otherwise 
tban expressed by the words thereof." We understaitd the grand 
lodge to say the same thing, and that the true meaning of the words 
ef the penalty, is as they have given it. Mr. Sprague adds that he 
■ 1»s heard many masons say^ that the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets 
*^death. Most people will probably be of opinion that this aver- 
Jftent ought not to have been niade without naming those many ma- 
sons, or some of them at least, since, their authority cannot be 
Wonted upon, without their being named or-known^ It seems to be 
^favorite averment with all these witnesses, that they never heard any 
^Mon express any other opinion than^ &c. &c. The assertion is an equiv- 
^!t^l one, and is calculated, and sometimes, at least intended to mis- 
tW; as we have just seen in the instance of Mr. Prentice. 

It is testified by many witnesses that they never heard the subject 
*f the masonic penalties discussed in any lodge. And the reason of 
•E 



It is that there is nothing to discuss; for the meaning of them (pr#« 
oisely as explained by the grand lodge) ii^ clearly pointed out in the 
lectures, as we have seen it done in the ^^Mason'sown^ook,"asit is 
proved by Dr. Case; and is exemplified even in the master's charge 
given in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn. In ^hicb 
charge, the master of the lodge, after telling the candidate for the 
master^s degree, that in the preceding ceremonies, he, the candidate, • 
had represented the great mason, Hiram, who was murdered by ruf- 
fians for his fidelity in refusing to betray the secrets of masonry, im-' 
presses it upon him to follow that example. 

How is it, that all this class of witnesses, while with such unqual* 
ified positiveness they pronounce their opinions, nay their certain 
knowledge of the only true meaning of the obligations, turn out to 
be so wholly ignorant of it! It is laid dovm by Mlyn^ thai the master of 
a lodge is bound by his oath never to leave his lodge 'Mhont giving, or caW' 
ing to be given, a lecture or some part of one. And we have seen that in ' 
the front of the first lecture of the first degree, the meaninjg of the 
penal clause of the obligation, and it is the same in all the otiier de- 
grees, is so clearly indicated, that it cannot be misunderstood. Is it 
possible that these witnesses have never heard any of these iecturesl 
Mr. John Prentice states that be was a member of a lodge about 
eighteen years; and part of the time was a junior deacon. Mr. Wil- 
liam Sprague Jr. appears to have been intimately acquainted with the 
lAasonry of the three first degrees. In his late protest to the General 
Assembly, he says; ''It is believed by the undersigned, and so far as 
ike three first degrees are concerned, he asserts from hi^ own personal faiovt 
tige, that the signs and ceremonies of those degrees are very mate* 
rial in showing the nature of the oaths, and the construction intended 
to be put upon them; particularly in reference to the penalties for 
their violation!" True, very true; they are material for that purpose; 
and every mason is taught, in the lectures; (from which Mr. Sprague 
roust have obtained his knowledge,) what is the connexion between 
those signs and the penalties of the obligations, and what is the allu- 
sion of the former to the latter. Thus, when he is asked if the sign 
of his degree hfis any allusion, he is taught to answer that it has al- 
lusion to the penalty of his obligation; that he had rather suffer so 
and so, (that is, be murdered as was Hiram Jlbiff,) than violate his ob- 
ligations. 

Weight and character of the testimony. 
It may not be improper that some remarks should be made upon 
this head. It is apparent that whatever information we can have 
upon the subject of the masonic obligations and masonry must be 
obtained chiefly from masons and seceding masons; and that both of 
those classes of witnesses are interested in the inquiry. The masons 
are interested in preserving the confidence of their fellow citizens; 
and of course, in resisting the charges brought against them. But 
they are to be treated like other men; and ought not to be discredi- 
ted upon mere accusation and suspicion. They ought to be believ- 
ed until something is proved against them justly affecting their credi- 
bility. With respect to their concern in masonry; instead of their 
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having an laterest in lubiectlag themselves or remaiQiog subject to 
criminisd obligations and penalties; it is evident that their interest 
would be directly the contrary. 

Seceding masons are interested in two ways. 1st, They have 
broken promises which they had heretofore very solemnly entered 
into with their late brethren; and if they do not satis&ctorily justify 
this breach of promise they must be disgraced. They had a perfect 
right to renounce lodges and masonry; but no right to betray the 
confidence reposed in them by their brethren, without good cause. 
The only way in which they could justify themselves for their breach 
of trast was by alleging a paramount duty to the community and ac- 
cusing masons and masonry of crimes or criminal principles and obli« 
gations, which the safety of the community required them to expose. 
And to leave no r5om to doubt the sufficiency of this justification, 
they take care that their accusations shall not be wanting either in 
magnitude or number. 

The situation in which this description of seceding masons standi 
when called as witnesses, is palpable. If they do not make good 
their charges, they stand convicted both of treachery to their form- 
er brethren, and of having onade false charges against them. And if 
to this we add the, bias oT a strong political interest, we can hardly 
conceive of a witness being under stronger disqualiOcations.* 

Whoever will refer to the depositions of some of the principal se« 
eediog masons will clearly perceive the operation of these influences 
apon them, and the insurmountable embarrassment under which these 
witnesses were kept by them. Since they had become political 
seceders they had led the war against their late brethren and charg- 
ed them with having taken the most crimin&l oaths, when therefore 
the fotlowing questions were put to them, from the standing inter* 
rogatories; viz.: — Did you seriously attend when the obligations 
were administered to you, and endeavor to understand them? did you 
understand them? did you reflect upon them afterwards and did you 
understand them then? if not did you inquire? were you satisfied? if 
not did you complain to the lodge? They could only escape from 
the dilemma they had placed themselves in by the plea of ignorance; 
which some of them were obliged to repeat so often that it became 
ludicrous. We will give a specimen merely, from the depositions of 
MosQs Thatcher and Levi Chace. 

Moses Thatcher. When he took the oaths he had no time to consider 
whether he could conform to them and at the same time conform to his ciM 
and religious ditties. Did not reflect afterwards [nor consult them in 
Morgan, which he said he had then.] After taking all the oaths he 
came to the conclusion that they would conflict, •^t the time he took 
the oaths he did not consider be gave jurisdiction to the lodge over his 
life; did not till some time after give serious attention to import of the 

^Cadvrallader D. Colden is a seceding mason, and has both renouneed and 
denounced the institution, as one into which such abuses bare crept that it has 
become dangerous, though in principle not bad. But we understand bim to 
ULf in one^ of his published letters, that be had no intention to break any 
promises which he had made. To such seceding masons our remarks do not 



osths; so ftr «9 be recollects considered the charge binding is connex- 
ion iritb his obligation "my attention was at (Aollfme more particularly 
called to what are called the secrets than to what I could examine at 
leisure," [then a minister of the gospel.] He thought seriously af- 
ter the Morgan affair and the Le Roy Convention; yet he adjiered. 
Afterwards he heard a story of a grand lodge murdering a man, and 
beliet^ed the account; yet held on; — and after this (on ISth May 
1839) delivered an address before his lodge in which he eulogizes 
masonry and is ihanUed. During the next ten days he discovered 
all the guiltiness of masonry — on the 24th same month, he exposed 
it alt before his church and congregation. And about the sametima 
he was a candidate for aplace in the Senate of Massachusetts. 

Levi Chace. Minister of the gospel. He did not expect an oath 
to be administered to him, would not have felt as he did when found 
he had to take oath for all committee are worth; took next shortly 
after; afraid to proiGsi; did not complain because his masonic obli- 
gations would not tolerate it; he was afraid the penalties would be 
inflicted on him. Dangerous to complain of oaths because of that 
part of the obligation which forbade to speak evil of a brother and 
to.keep his secrets inviolate; for could not speak against th^-institu- 
tion without speaking against those who supported it. Had taken 
six degrees; was a mason from 1815 to 1829. Took three degrees 
in 1815 — 16, three more in 1823, and propounded for royal arch, af- 
ter this. Did not communicate to lodge before he left; because 
afraid. "I consider," said he, "masonically, that if the grand hailing 
sign had been given to me on the occasion, (voting) I should have 
l)e«n in duty bound to vote for the mason. The reason is, that the 
penalty of the obligation is that I am bound to go on a master mason'i 
■errand and to relieve him if there is greater probability of saving his 
4ife than of losing my own, "/ tptak matonically." Is confident be 
did not understand the oaths when he took them as he now does. 
' Ac first had not time to consider whether he gave jurisdiction to 
the lodge over life. 

Character and extent of the Meaonic Obligationt, and of the prindpiei of 
Masonry, at understood and practised upon in Rhode-Island. 

It is agreed and sworn to both by masons and seceding masons^ 

that the masonic obligations (as far as administered in this State) are 

now all made public: in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn, 

or in the book in Cypher, according to seceding masons: and in tb< 

■ manuscript forms according to masons. 

It is also agreed and sworn to by both masons and seceding masons* 
that the by-laws, rules and regulations of lodges are all printed ot 
■written and recorded on the lodge books, and that there are no sc 
cret lodge, books, bye-laws or regulations. It is also agreed ao" 
sworn to by both masons and seceding masons that the secrets o' 
mvBteriesof masonry consist of the ceremonies of initiation; thesignS 
of recognition, tokens, words and modes of working. And it is leS' 



tiGed by seceding masons that all the secrets or mysteries of masoEi' 
ry are fully end correctly disclosed in Allyn and Bernard's books- 
The masons, as to this, say that they neither affirm nor deny; leel' 
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iflg themselves bound by their promises, npt to disclose those myi« 
teries. Several of them did however deny all knowledge of the rep* 
resentation of a burning bush, or of the ceremony called the fifth fi« 
bation. 

With respect to the signs and other secrets, the committee an- 
nounced, during the examination of the first masonic witness (Mr. 
Wm. Wilkinson) that they should not press the masonic witnesses 
upon that head; but tha« they should consider them to be correctly 
given in the antimasonic books unless the contrary was shown. And 
trom the evidence which was given before the committee and such 
observations as they have been enabled to make; they have little 
doubt of the fact. We must also keep in mind ^' The MasofCt atm 
Bookj^^ which, we are fully convinced is genuine masonic authority. 
It may not be used in the lodges which are presided over by bright 
masons; but it certainly was compiled by a mason or masons perfect- 
ly acquainted with masonry in this State. The oaths are the same 
almost word for word, and it was put into the hands of the chairman 
as genuine and correct masonry, and is sworn to be so by Capt. 
Gteo. Howland himself an adhering mason. There is other conclu* 
sive evidence also that the secrets of masonry are out, at least so 
far as Morgan's book went. 

It was acknowledged by several masons during the late examlna. 
tions, that a check degree or check word bad been devised by the 
masons to prevent ^'book vmsons^^ from working into their lodges. 

The committee therefore may confidently affirm that the public are 
now in possession of the whole of masonry as practised in this Stale. 
The books of constitutions, monitors and bye-laws of lodges were 
already public; and now its ceremonies of initiation, lectures, signs, 
tokens, words, symbols or emblematical representations are also dis- 
closed. It is likewise agreed and sworn to^by masons and seceding 
masons, that an address in each degree is made by the master to the 
candidate before he takes the obligation, and a charge immediately 
after it in connexion with which address and charge the obligation is 
taken and is qualified by them. The address is the same or very 
nearly so for all the degrees. The form of it accompanies the an- 
nexed manuscript forms of the R. I. oaths. The following is the ad- 
dress as given by Dr. Case, in St. John's lodge No. 1, in Newport, 
viz.: *'You are now about to enter into a very serious and solemn ob- 
ligation, more serious and solemn than you are aware of. There is 
nothing in it contrary to religion, morality or the laws of your coun- 
try; but it is founded in faith, hopeand charity, which if rightly pur- 
sued, is capable of carrying man to the highest degree of perfection, 
if any doubts or disgusts have arisen in your mind from what you 
have already gone through you are now at liberty to decline yourimtia* 
tion; but if you still persist in the motives which I presume brought yoU 
here you will please .to give me your right hand." 

The charges for the several degrees are contained in Webb's Free- 
mason's Monitor, By referring to the contents of the addresses and 
charges therefore, in connexion with the old forms we are to ascer- 
tain the character of the masonic obligation. We^see by the terms 
of the address just copied that the obligation^is no further binding 



than ai it conforma to that tddress. It is Dot to bs constraMl t9 
contain any thing eonirary to religion, morahiy or the taws ojiht emm- 
try; — the charges ate of the same character. 

We will here make some references to Bernard's Light on Mason- 
ry, from which antimasonic authority even, it will appear how far the 
character given of the masonic obligations, riz. that they are incom- 
patihle with all the reiigious, mora^ civil and social duties of the ma- 
son is true. *' A zealous attachmeDt tp these principles will ensure 
public and private esteem. In the State you are to be quiet and 
peaceable subjects, true to your government and just to your coun- 
try," &,c. — Bernard p. 86 — page 29, end of a prayer, " May wfe so 
practice thy precepts, that through the merits of the Rtdeemerwemay, 
^c. <S'C. 

It will be seen in the deposition of John Prentice, a minister of the 
gospel, iliiit he asserts that there is no reference to the Saviour in 
any of the ceremonies; Levi chace, another preacher, and we think 
Moses Thacher, arc much the same. Page 33—" The Holy Bible 
is given to us as a ^uide for our path and practice." Page 39— "S. 
What do ihey teach? [that is, faith, hope and charity.] A. Faith 
in God, hope in irrmoriality, and charity to ail mankind." Page 41. 
" The gospel was first preached in the east, and is spreading to the 
west." 

In short, it would be an almost endless work to transcribe all the 
passages, precepts and instructions, inculcating and teaching ell the 
moral, religious, civil and social duties and virtues contained even in 
this antimasonic haok, compiled for the purpose of bringing masonry 
into disrepute. 

Thus we find that the character of the masonic obligations as re- 
ceived, understood and practiced upon in this State has been entirely 
falsified and misrepresented. This being thecase, it follows of course 
that all those chaises which this prolific source of accusation has 
been made to furnish, must fall to the ground. We will however re- 
cord them all, and pay such attention to them as any of them may 
seem lo require. 

Pint charge. That the masonic oaths are in violation of civil oaths, 
and held to be of superior binding force. 

We have just seen that the obligation is taken with the qualifici^ 
tion that it is not lo interfere with religion, morality, or the htos oftht 
country. And was there no address at all, there is nothing in the form 
of the oalh itself ivhich can warrant suf h construction. 

Second. That masons are bound to give a preference to each oth- 
er over all others, in all cases, right of wrong, and murder and trea- 
son not excepted. 

These art tht spurious clauses, proved not to be in the Rhode-Island 
forms, and probably not in any forms whatever. Not a solitary in- 
stance we believe is shown of any preference given by a mason to a 
mason over others; and how the obligation is understood in this par- 
ticular will be seen by the following summary of the testimony of 
both classess of witnesses. 

MoHi Thacher. Did not consider himself bound to favor a mason 
to the personal or pecuniary injury of ftfellow-citixen not a mason. 



John Brovm. Never coosidered himself bound to favor « masonf 
all tbiDgs equal be migbt do so, jiist as might in case of church mem^ 

bers. 

Dr^ Case. It was part of his oath to give a brother mason a pref- , 
eren^e in his trade and calling. [Dr. Case is «11 alone m this.] 

Capt. Wm, RusseL Was once brought too by a vessel of war, or- 
dered on board with papers, drank a glass of wine with commander, 
recognized each 6ther as masons, sent back to his own vessel, and 
found himself robbed of every thing they (some of the crew of the 
war vessel) could lay hands on. [Capt. R. was called by the anti- 
masonic committee to prove he had been ODfce captured by a vessel 
of war, and was released by making himself known as a mason, and 
giving the hailing sign of distress. His answer was as above.] 

Bateman Monro. Masonry great benefit to him in French, English 
and Spanish dominions, was aided in smuggling by officers ofcus- 
toms^and by governor and bishop; made himsslf known in foreign 
countries by the arts and sciences given him. [This old man imputes 
allthe frauds and profits of smuggling to his three degree masonry.] 
Third, li'hat lodges and masons interpose impediments to the im- 
partial administration of justioe. 

The character and nature of the oath as proved, fully refutes thi» 
charge; but there is some testimony upon this head which we will 
refer to and sum up. 

Daniel Howlandj Jamestown, about *'40 years ago was en a jtiij 

in a case in which one party was a mason; only one juror, who wais a 

mason held out until the court took the papers. Plain case and next 

court decided against the mason. Did not himself know the fact, 

heard it said only that the juror and party were masons." It appears 

Mr. Howland was misinformed. The miuute books of both courts 

(county of Newport,) have been thoroughly searched, and there is 

only one case in each, in which Mr. Howland was on the jury; and 

there was no verdict. In the case in the common pleas, Mr. John 

Stevens ^was on the jury with Mr. Howland, he testifies that the 

jciry were equally divided. It does not appear from the lodge books 

in Newport, that either of the parties were masons. The defendant 

the late Doct. Jonathan Easton, against whom the case went on next 

^ial, was a strict member of the friends society. The case Mr. How- 

kad alluded to, probably was ''Caleb Coggeshall against Thomas 

Townsend." Two of the jury in that case being recollected by Mr. 

' Howland as having been on with him. The jury did not agree, and 

the case went against Townsend at the next terra. But he ThomasT 

Townsend was never a mason, and it does not appear that the other 

party was. 

Samuel S. Peckham. "He was on a jury about three years ago, 
one of the jurors (a Tiverton man) told him he was once a juror in 
one of the masonic cases. That a number of the jurors having been 
taken off, an officer was sent over to Tiverton to take up jurors; 
tod. they had a man there, at the four corners, to tell him who to 
tike. He (the informant was one.) He did not tell witness who \ht 
man was, that was stationed at the corners nor the officer's name. 
H» (Jjit informant) mean^ that the man was placed there by the ma-^ 
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SODS opposed to Dr. Case. He did not toll the witness how he came 
by his knowledge, nor did witness ask him. That juror said that 
that was the way he come to be on the jury, and he should not have 
been on otherwise; said he had changed his opinion from what it was 
when on that jury." Here was an highly criminal charge, impltca* 
ting the sheriff and his deputy both very respectable, also the wit- 
nesses, and one of the parties, consisting of about two hundred men. 

Benjamin GrinnelL [This was the juror referred to by Samuel S. 
Peckbam, and was identified by Peckham himself^ who was called for ' 
that purpose.] He was on one of the masonic cases, was taken up 
on venire by sheriff Carr; as were three others. The sheriff^wasat* 
tended by George Howland, deputy sheriff, [in Tiverton] whom be 
heard say in the evening, that Carr had requested him to come with 
him, as he, Carr, was not acquainted with the people and did not 
. know who were qualified to serve as jurors. Had no knowledge or 
belief that either of the parties in the case, had any agency or djrec« 
tion, in taking up of himself or any other persons. On the contrary 
it was mentioned by George Howland, that the object of their coni^ ^ 
ing there was to get jurors who did not know anything about fhe 
case. He never from that time to this, has had any reason to believe 
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion. 

Peter •Shny. Never heard any judge, juror, witness, or oiScer ia 
the performance of his duty prefer a mason over another was not a 
mason. Has had cases in court which went differently from what he 
thought right; there was some mystery in it. ' Whether it was ma- 
sonry or not, canH tell. The particular case alluded to was with E. 
Davenport, for whom it was carried on by E, Wilcox, who was a ma- 
son; informed there were several masons on each jury. 

baac A. Dennis. Heard Peleg Almy say that if that institution 
(masonic) was not put down, no man in this country could get jus* 
tice done him; that he felt the effects of it. 

Dr. B. W. Case states several things leading to a similar conclu-* 
sion) if substantiated, to fhat drawn by Peleg Almy; but as they wer9 
hearsay and concerned Dr. Cases' own suits, it is not necessary to 
mention them here: his deposition is in the appendix. The com-* 
mittee inquired into the things which had been told to Dr. Case, a# 
hr as in their power, but did not find them confirmed. 

JRd, Murphy. When one of the masonic cases on trial saw Capt-^ 
S. T. Northam and Doct. Cotton (masons) pass quick by a juror^ 
and Capt. N. put something into his hand: [See the deposition iotr 
the circumstances:] He (witness) immediately went home and tol(S 
his uncle, Capt. W. Price; uncle did not inquire who juror was, noiT 
take witness to show him; witness did not know nor inquire; neveC^ 
' told Dr. Case till asked by said Case night before last, if he had noi^ 
said so and so; has lived in Dr. Case's house about three years. 

Cai^. William Pricejlhe uncle. Called and asked to state particu^ 
larly all he recollected about this affair, he answered "that is very 
easily done for I don't recollect any thing about it." Capt. Pric^ 
was a party with Doct. Case, and as zealous as he was. Those ma'^ 
sonic cases were on the docket 8 or 9 years afterwards, but the cir^* 
cumstance was never mentioned to the counsel of Dr. Casef vpho i^ 
one of this committer 
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t)api' S. T. Mrtham, Took very little part in the masonic trials^ 
very seldom near the court house; had business enough of his own 
Xo attend to. Totally denies Murphy's statement. 

Fourth. Political interferences. TJier^ is no evidence whatever of 
any instance. 

The following is a summary of the testimony on both sides, as to 
masonic obstructions to justice and interference in politics. 

Moses Thacher^ Nev^C knew politics discussed in lodges. He did 
not vote for or su^pport any person on account of his being a mason, 
nor did he consider himself bound so to do by his masonic obligati(yis. 
Never knew any judge, juror, or oificer, to construe oath as binding 
him to giv^ preference to a naason. 

Anson PoUer. Politics and religion never discussed, 'tis a principle 
not to permit. Could see nothing in obligations which ought to 
have the least influence on his mind in politics. If grand hailing sign 
•of distress Lad been given to him, he should h&ve answered it by 
giving a quarter of a dollar, perhaps, or fifty cents, if a worthy ifteno- 
ber, &,c. [He a political antimason as well as Thacher.] 
John Prentice. Seceding mason. Same as Anson Potter. 
John Brown, [Political antimason and signer to September ad» 
drejjs.] Same in substance as Poster and Prentice, 

The by-laws of tlie lodges also (some of which we have seen,.) ex- 
clude the subjects of religion and politics from discussion. 

And all the principal masonic witnesses confirmed the same fact; 
find proved that masenry in this state has never been allowed to"' 
have any influence over the political opinions or actions of the 
•bretlir-en. And, in short, it is a fact well known to us all that during 
the highetst party times among ourselves, all the most prominent and 
Influential men among the masons, who were of different political ^en- 
^iments, have voted and ^cted against each other without reserve, 
and frequently, with great zeal; and that their doing so, did not, at 
the time., excite any attention, as a thing unusual. 
Fifth* That the principles, practices, usages, laws, customs, oatlis 
- -^nd obligations of the several corporate bodies in this state, known 
as chapters and lodges, are in direct violation of the constitution and 
laws of the United States, and of the laws of this state. This charge 
isiavolved in those already disposed. ofaud is equally witliout found- 
ation, 
r Sixth, That the members of. these corporate bodies have taken 
niegal oaths, which they consider binding, administered in a form 
contrary to law, and with penalties unknown to Judicial tribunals, 
Jorever to conceal the customs, practices, obligations and proceed- 
ings l)y which their secret code of laws is administered; and that the 
penalties sanctioned by these oaths for a disclosure of the ^secrets of 
'iiagons or of masonry, involve the punishments of having the throat 
cut across from ear to ear, &c. &c- reciting the penal clause. The 
assertion that the masons hold theirobligations as part of their secrets, 
lias been practically disproved by the full and unerserved disclosure 
of thoseobligations in writing by the masons themselves. What was 
called the secrets and mysteries of masonry, have -also been fully 
^lijclosed by seceding masons, and are not^enied by masons Thc^^ 
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may all be seen and read in the antimasonic books; which proress to 
bring all things (in masonry) to light; all the ceremonies of initiation, 
signs, tokens, words, lectures, workings, symbols and pictures; 
curiosities which may amuse us, as well as our children, for a mo- 
ment; but in which we can have no other interest. Yet there are 
The Secrets, which, according to the antimasonic memorial ^^com- 
prisi the whole alleged incompaiibiKly uHh the laws of the state^^^ and *'^are 
in direct violation of the constit\jiixon and laws of the United Stales.^^ 

The assertion in this sixth charge, that there is a secret code of 
masonic laws, is proved to be untrue by all the testimony of the se- 
ce|}ing masons, as well as of the masons and by the antimasonic books. 
The only remaining part of the charge is, that the obligations are 
administered in an unlawful manner. This may be true, without war- 
ranting charges of immorality, and of criminal plotting and conspira- 
cy, or even of any intentional impropriety. 

It appears that the masons, instead of altering the ancient forms, 
with the framing of which they had nothing to do, have qualified and 
corrected them by administering them in connexion wiln the intro- 
ductory address and the charges. We do not therefore think it ne- 
cessary to enter iitto a particular examination of the point of law rais- 
ed by this charge. We will, however, for the use of those who may 
desire more thoroughly to study the point, give here a list of author- 
ities referred to and rqlied upon by the chairman of the antimasonic- 
committee [Mr. Wm. Sprague, sen.] in his letter of suggestion to the 
committee, viz. 

Sir E. Coke, 3 Inst. 378, 2, Roll. Abr. 267, cited in Jacob Law, 
Die. A. oath, Blk. Com. Vol. 4, 137. 

Seventh. That the masonic oaths bind the members to withhold 
even from the Legislature all information whatever respecting their 
proceedings, however important it might be, to enable them to as- 
certain whether or not the laws of the Stale were violated by those 
proceedings. 

This charge is directly in the face of the testimony and of the obliea- 
tions themselves, which wc find are taken subject lo the laws of tlie 
country and to the civil obligations and duties of the members. And 
so the obligations are proved to be understood and practiced upon 
by the masons; who, as we understood them to declare, merely con- 
sider themselves bound nort to divulge their signs of recognition and 
ceremonies by which they are enabled to distinguish one another 
from others; to gratify curiosity, idle or impertinent, or to enable per 
sons not masons to impose upon their brethren. But that should 
they be called upon by the Legislature or by any judicial court, to 
testify respecting those mysteries and to disclose and explain them, 
they would comply without hesitation, and should feel themselves 
bound by their masonic obligations themselves lo do so. The reso- 
lution appointing ihe committee, gave them no power to compel the 
masonic witnesses to disclose their secrets. The course it was 
thought best to pursue was, to give the masons a full opportunity to 
disclose and explain their masonic obligations and secrets; and to 
take it for granted, and report accordingly, that whatever they refus- 
ed to disclose or explain, was correctly given in the antimasonic 
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books, which would no doubt be authenticated b'y seceding masons. 
This is the course which the committee have pursued in respect to 
the mysteries of masonry, about which the masons declined testify- 
ing. And this is all they could have done if they had declined giv- 
ing their obligations. 

Eighth, That the funds of the lodges instead of being enclusive- 
ly devoted to charitable purposes after defraying necessary expens- 
es, are wasted in unmeaning ceremonies, and useless parades, or go 
to swell the revenues of general grand chapters, &c. &c. 

It appears by the records of St. John's lodge No. 1, in Newport, 
that a number of years ago, the management of the affairs of that 
lodge fell into bad hands, and a portion of its funds was, for a time, 
directed from the true objects of the institution, and used in purchas- 
ing wine, &c. Extracts from the records showing those proceed- 
ings have been'published and freely circulated in an appendix to the 
proceedings of the antimasonic convention of September last and in 
other publications, and a copy of those extracts was put into the 
hands of the dommittee by the chairman of the antimasonic commit- 
tee, — Mr. Wm. Sprague, Sen. — who requested the attention of the 
committee to the subject. The books and records of the several 
masonic lodges and chapters in Providence, Warren and Newport 
were, without hesitation presented to the committee, or to individ- 
ual members of it for inspection, and were examined so far as it was 
thought necessary. And no other cases of the misapplication of the 
funds were found. On the contrary it was proved that large sums 
of money had been expended out oi those fuuds for charitable pur- 
, poses; oesides considerable sums raised by voluntary contribu- 
• tioQs among the members for the same uses. 

It was also proved that the expenses of refreshments were gene- 
rally paid for by contribution, and not out of the funds. No witness 
; testified to any misapplication of the funds of any of the lodges or 
other masonic bodies. The proceedings of the Newport lodge above 
alluded to were a violation of one of the bye-laws of the lodge. In 
Ulf-18, Dr. B. W. Case was appointed master of that lodge; and 
there has been no such misapplication of the funds since. 
f If the officers of the lodge who committed that breach of trust, had 
■^ then been called to account by those whom it concerned, the record 
I of their proceedings would have been proper evidence against them, 
f But it seems to be very small business to bring it up after this lapse 
: of time, for the purpose of impeaching the whole masonic fraternity 
in the State, when it could not, without gross injustice now be used 
^ a charge even against St. John's lodge itself in which the circum- 
stance took place so many years past. 

MhUh. That the Grand Lodge has an unbounded control over 
the whole funds of all the subordinate lodges, to do with them as 
they please. 

In support of this charge the copy of a deposition of De Witt 
Clinton used in the masonic trials in New York is produced. That 
deposition will be found in the Appendix; and it will be seen that it 
Jontains not a word to countenance such a charge, which has been 
fninied as is proved by the testimony, without the slightest founda- 
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lion in truth. Gund lodges have no mannfer of control ov'er llwr 
persons or property of iany subordinate lodges or their members'. 
Their authority is confined to a superintending contro^ over lodges, 
to see that the ancient land-marks, — as masons call them, — are pre- 
served, and that the working is uniform and covert and every thing 
according to the principles of masonry; nothing more than this is 
advanced by De Witt Clinton. 

The grand lodge of this State m 1791, vv^as created by the twa 
lodges then existing; which lodges themselves framed a constitution 
for their grand lodge. In 1808 the grand lodge revised that eonsti- 
tutioff, and having made some trifling alteration in the article of fees 
to be allowed for its bare support, St. John's hodge in NewpoFt re- 
jected their constitution and declared, in a vote to be seen on their 
records,' that they did not dispute the right of the grand lodge to make 
laws for their own government, but trhey claimed aa extjlusive right 
to manage their own affairs as they pleased, without interference from 
any quarter: and to this the grand lodge submitted. 

In 1812 the grand lodge made an attempt to erect a masonic bodr 
called the Grand Steward Ledge, and provided for certain small aK 
lowances to be made for its support, by the lodges out of the initiar- 
tion fees. The lodges, — tlK>se of Newport and Warren, — refused tc 
allow of such a lodge, and the grand lodge gave it up. A few years 
ago a committee of the grand lodge'undertook to order or recommend a 
partition of the funds of St. John's lodge in North Providence, be- 
tween that lodge and St. Paul's lodge, which had been formed by a* 
bout one half of the members of St. John's. But the latter lodge re- 
fused to comply, and on that occasion the grand lodge expressly ac- 
knowledged that they had no control over the funds of the subordi- 
nate lodges. 

Ttnth. That the General Grand Royal Arch Chapter of the Unit- 
ed States claims from all the State grand and subordinate chapters* 
and lodges and receives from them supreme homage, submission zn& 
tribute. 

Cross, the author referred to in the antimasonic memorial, whiclr" 
contains this charge speaks exclusively of the three chapter lodges 
preceding the royal arch chapter; and has no reference to the gran*"'' 
9nd subordinate State lodges. And we should have supposed that 
the author of this charge meant no more than this, did it not appeal^ 
from a subsequent charge in the same memorial, that it was his mten-^ 
tion to have the word lodge understood as comprehending the granct* 
and subordinate lodges. This is a deception. It is proved by th^ 
whole testimony, as clearly as a fact can be, that there is no connex^ 
ion between the grand and subordinate lodges and the chapters oic^ 
grand chapters, or general grand royal arch chapters. 

EUi^erUh, " That the State grand lodges derive exclusively fronr^ 
this source, — the general grand royal arch chapter, — the power of 
unlimited taxation, subject to the government in chief." 
. And the same authority, Cross's Chart, is referred to in support of 
this charge. We liave mentioned already that there is nothing ir» 
that book, (Crosp^)- which countenances any such assertion. Th^ 
charge is wholly unfounded. 

The foregoing charges as to the connexion between the different- 
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Tna^ohic bodies and their relative jurisdiction, are abundantly refutetf 
by the testimony. It is proved, that the several lodges in this State 
are sabordinate, in their masonic affairs, only to the grand lodge of 
the state which was formed by two lodges, one in N^,wport and 
the other in Providence in I79I; and that there is not any con- 
nexion, jurisdiction, or subordinatron between these lodges and any 
other masonic body whatever. The several chapters are under the 
jurisdiction of the grand chapter of the state in masonic concerns, but 
have no connexion with any other masonic body. 

The subordinate lodges pay to the grand lodge two dollars on the 
initiation of each member, except such as are initiated gratuitously, 
and also a fee for a charter; and in this way the grand lodges are en- 
abled to defray their necessary expenses. The chapters pay to the 
grand chapter a small strm on the initiation of members, ana also a fee 
for a dispensation or charter, for the purpose of defraying the expen- 
ses of the grand cliapter ; but the grand lodge and grand chapter do 
not exercise any other jurisdiction over the subordinate lodges or 
chapters relative to the disposition of their funds. 

The grand chapters in the several states by defegates, have formed 
a masonic association under the name of the general grand chapter of 
the United States, for the purpose of producing uniformity in the ma- 
sonic ceremotiies; but there was no proof before the committee that 
this masonic body ..exercises any control over the grand chapters; oth- 
er than by way of advice and instruction. 

The higher masonic degrees, or orders of knighthood have no con- 
nexion with ancient freemasonry, or with lodges or chapters; and their 
iatroduction into this state is of comparatively recent date. It^was 
Bot proved that there was any connexion between any of the mason- 
ic bodies in the United States and those in Europe, or any other 
country ; or that the masonic fraternity in this country were subjecL 
to one common bead or power; but several of the most experienced 
masons testified that they knew of no such connexion. None of 
these masonic bodies exercise, or claim to exerciseany civil jurisdic- 
tion over the members, of any lodge, chapter or encampment, or any 
other power, than in masonic concerns. To show the connexion, ju- 
risdiction and character of the several masonfc orders, reference may 
he made to the depositions of Messrs William Wilkinson, M'oses Ricn- 
Wt!son, Nathan M. Wheaton, Nicholas G. Boss, Isaac Stall and oth- 
ers, who explain the subject in the manner which we have here stated. 
C(msi9tory. It appears that in 1813, a masonic order called a consis- 
torju'was introduced at Newport, by John A. Shaw who obtained, for 
tbat'purpose, a charter from a grand consistory in New-York. Ten 
niembers, named in the charter, composed this body, and one only 
•Jeremiah Bliss, was afterwards admitted. Of the original members,, 
five are dead; the other five with Capt. Bliss, were all examined. 
The substance of their testimony is, that, there were a few meet- 
^Jigs, — one or two according to Bliss — to elect officers or to consult 
*^out it ; that no books were purchased; and no other records, than 
w^nutes of rhembers attendikig,and of officers chosen. That there have 
oeen no officers for a number of years, and no meetings for at least 
®'ght or nine years. Something was paid for the charter, but how 
*tich ftneofthem know. 
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The charter was in possession of Capt. Bliss, who thinks that 
it was left with him by John A. Shaw when he left Newport, which 
was a number of years ago. Mr. Bliss left the charter with the com- 
mittee who still have it. The name of Cadwallader D. Colden is to it, 
as one of the high officers of the grand consistory in New.York, who 
had taken his 33d degree. That the consistory never came to any 
thing; it was always incomplete,and has long since died away. Some of 
the few remaining members had entirely forgotten its existence until 
circumstances were mentioned, which brought it to their recollec* 
tion. 
John A. Shaw was a man extravagantly addicted to freemasonry ; 
^and spent a good deal of money (some of which he borrowed) in 
getting himself bedecked with the high sounding titles, and (as be 
was simple enough to believe) honor of the upper masonic orders. 
It was while he was master of the Newport lodge that the greatest 
extravagancies were committed in thatflodge. 

Evidence applicabk to charges of a personal character, 
Levi Chace, Heard Elder Daniel Green say, Morgan had suffered 
his deserts. 

Elder D, Greene. Said to Levi Chase, that it (Morgan's murder) 
was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for 
what others did. That every society had its bad members. He 
never justified the murder of Morgan before Mr. fchace or any man 
living, in any way whatever. 

•ihraham Wilkinson. Heard Samuel Greene justify the murder 
of Morgan. Threats towards himself by Samuel E. Gardner. 

Wm. Harris, Confirms Abm. Wilkinson, as to Samuel Greene^ 
Samuel E. Gardner, and thinks he heard Barney Merry also justify it- 
John Gardner, Heard Samuel Green justify it. 
Samuel Greene. Often assailed by Abm. Wilkinson with great bit- 
terness, and irritated and provoked, but he never had any idea af 
justifying the murder of Morgan, which he abhorred as much as anjT 
man. 

Barney Merry. Denies he ever justified the murder of Morgan ir» 
any way, nor the conduct of those concerned in it. 

Barney Plielps. Heard a mason justify it ; this was Tim. Bracked 
of Guilford, Vt. in the highway, near the door of Timothy's house ^ 
Orrin Packard. Once in the lodge in Cumberland, several officer^ 
of the grand lodge present, heard Richard Anthony ,''one of those offi^ 
cers, speak of the death of Morgan; said he bad no doubt of it, woulci 
probably come out in print shortly, and he should read it in his fami- — 
Jy tlie same as any other print, and let it pass. 

John Kent. Heard Henry Lord justify the murder of Morgan 

had attended the committee of his own accord, more or less everjr' 
day since they had been in session. 

Henry Lord. Denies totally Kent's story. 

Burrington Anthony and Charles F. Searle, Heard A. Wilkinsonp- 
say, no doubt there had been five hundred men killed in that ball^ 
over the market in Providence. 

Dr, B. W. Case. At the time of Morgan's death all masons jus-- 
lified it ; don't recollect any body in particular. Never heatd any^ 
mason belonging to his lodge justify it, but the contrary. Captaim 
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fjreorge (lowland told him that the royal arch chapter in Providence, 
one uigbt raised money to send to the western mferers. 

Samuel E. Gardner^s letter explaining ' conversation with Abm. 
Wilkinson. 

Creorge Howland, «Denies Dr. Case^s statement. 
JVtc&^b Hazzard. Called to confirm Dr. Case's account of @apt. 
Rowland's conversation. Does not recollect hearing Howland say 
what Dr. C. states. Had heard a mason, ^Mr. Henry Moore) say, he 
did not believe a word about Morgan being murdered, and if he had 
been it was no more than he deserved. Never heard any other ma- 
son express such a sentiment. As to Moore's being of reputable 
standing did not know about that. He was asked if be Lad not on 
many occasions, in presence of Mr. Moore, and to him charged ma- 
sons with the murder of Morgan, and said that they justified it. He an- 
swered that he did not know butl he might have said so, and did not 
know a9 he had. Has had a good many disputes with Moore upon 
such accusations. Asked if both he and Moore generally or oiten 
got warm on those occasions; answered yes, I never knew Moore on 
any occasion when any question was asked him, about the murder of 
Morgan, but what he would answer warmly. He was asked if it was 
on pn« of those occasions that Mr. M. had used the expression tha); 
he had ^«ted. • 

Ans. No, it was not. 
Moses Richardson. Present in general grand royal archchapter in New- 
York, when news came of the abduction of Morgan. Dewit Clinton 
Crov. presided, and next day ofiered a reward of $1,500, and it was 
thought that that was enough. 

John HcMy North Kingston. Heard Rev. Lemuel Burge justify it« 
Rev, Lemuel Burge, Have never introduced conversation respect-' 
ng Morgan, but having daily in my walks heard declarations, and have 
taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised interrogato- 
C'ies as I did with J. Hall, viz. you believe so and so9 I then asked him, 
«olely for the purpose of seeing what answer would be given, wheth- 
er as a mason he was not guilty, and if guilty, whether he bad not 
«3aet the fate he justly merited? This is the ground I have uniformly 
taken in order to avoid a declaration, or any thing that might lead 
to a declaration of my opinion respecting the supposed death of 
Capt. W. Morgan or his illustrations. 

nillard Balhu, Received a paper folded in form of a letter^ on 
the inside was part of a single line in cyphers, translated to be, "Re- 
venge is sweet," post marked M. U. Houses, was said to mean Mid- 
^letown Upper Houses. Did not know whether it came from a ma- 
^OQ or antimason: all he knows is, that at the lodge one time, a mem- 
t>er asked if any body present had Morgans Illustrations. 

Samuel S, Peckham. He was a memoer of the antimasonic con- 
tention, and appointed on a committee. Has heard one mason only 
justify the muiiJer of Morgan, viz. James M. Tuell (block-maker) £tt 
Capt. Vars' shop. Tuell began about antimasonry. Witness told 
"im he had heard be had said tliat there wqre three or four men in 
^own who he wished were served as they said Morgan wa^. This 
yV^as toljl to him by Thomas Sherman, and he thinks by Geo. Bowen. 
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Tuell denied this, aad then said that if any man should do as Morgan 
iiad done, he would deserve to have his throat cut; and that if any 
tnftn who belonged to a religinus society should come off from hand 
^ry to pull it down, he would deserve to be served the same way. 
Witness met Tuell some days after and reminded him of what he had 
said about a church member. Tuell said tha:t if he had said so it was 
wrong,'and he was sorry for it. " What Tuell said aboiU JHorgan ap- 
peared to be his deliberate opinion.^^ [Was it more so than what he said 
in the same breath and in connexion with it, about a church member; 
and which he had forgot, but was sorry i*or it if he had said it.] 

Capt. Vdrs. (Referred to by Peckham.) He is not a mason^ re- 
members there was some conversation between them in his shop, but 
know not what it was; no impression on his mind that Tuell saidnoy 
thing that went to justify the murder of Morgan. T. observed that _ 
there were some in Newport that deserved to be served the same war |^- 
as Morgan. This, he (witness) is sure of because he said to Tu«il| (^ 
" now you are going too far," they (P. and T.) got quite earnest. f 

[Capt. Vars evidently makes a mistake in transferring to Tuell the 
words used by Peckham, who swears it was he that told Tuell; be 
lieard he had said there were three or four in Newport who deserv- 
ed, &c. &c. This Capt. Vars himself recollecter^ when that |>art of 
Peckham's deposition was read to him, but did not recollect Tuell's 
answer, which Peckham says was a denial. As to the rest, Ca|»t. Iji 
Vars heard no such conversation as Peckham imputes to Tuell.] i 

Jaines Tuell, Recollects some conversation in Vars' shop; but wh» 
4)egan it, or particulars of it he entirely forgot. He went in for some- 
thing he wanted, was there but a few minutes, and went out as sooa b^ 
as he got it; no recollection of ever saying there were three or four i||^ 
persons in town who deserved &c. &c. Is sure he never thought so] ^jx 
Peckham frequently came to his shop and endeavored to irritate him it\ 
^bout masonry. Peckham would tell him that if he and Robert Den- iidj 
-oisdid not renounce masonry, he (Peckham) would no longer cod- Hsi 
^ider tliem as church members. They would both frequently get ^ 
very angry, and say very hard things to each other, which neifherof 'm 
them meant. He told Peckham, several times that he did not wish Hit 
to talk with him any more upon that subject; wished he would drop |*« 
ft and talk about things more profitable, or not come to his shop. I*" 

Samuel S. Peckham, (called again.) In answer to a question, he said 1*e 
that he had been a church member with Tuell and Uobert DenniSi % 
and had left off communrng^with them as church members, because *■ 
they deny what thousands have declared about masonry, and pu* ^ 
their names to it. And I therefore consider them as not acting up l<> 
their professions. 

George Bowen, (referred to by S. S. Peckham.) Has been in habrt 
of playing antimason with masons, and mason with the antics, whateV' 
er he has heard Tuell say on the subject of Morgan was in that way? 
and does not recollect ever hearing Tuell say tnere were three ^ 
four in Newport who deserved to be served as they said Morgan wwi 
once, he thinks, he heard Tuell say that Morgan was served riglJ^i 
:t>ut it was when they were in a tinter. ^ 

Thomas Shearman, (referred to by Peckham.) No recollection oi 
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was stated by f eckham. About the time iuac aiuniiasopr^ first 
up^ freequently saw Peckbam and Tuell together; they woulA 
get high, and ^he witness aud others would keep it on ; but 
always ended in good humour. Tuell is a man easily irritated ; 
be witness, and Geo. Bowen and others would work upon him 
he would get into a passion; but aCter a while, he ceased to be 
lerated upon, and they left him aloue. He never considered 
hing that was said as being serious, •nor can he now recollect 
hing about those conversations; it was all a piece of sport. Not 
;on nor anantimason. 

marks. — In the preceeding snmmary of the evidence upon this 
iranch of the charges we have taken only the principal facts 
.ined in the twenty-six depositions referred to ; omitting such 
Is and minor circumstances as did not appear to be important ; 
ould not ma'terially affect the amount and character oi the tes- 
ly as here presented. This testimony is iiot of a description 
1 requires us to dwell upon it. And it seems, moreover, that 
witnesses themselves have answered one another, 
has been a very prominent aud favourite charge, that the mur- 
f Morgan is sanctioned by the principles of the masonic institu- 
-that masonry is every where the -same and of course that all 
ns who adhere to that institution and support its principles, air^ 
vUed in the cfime of Morgan^s murder, and approvers of it. But 
ive seen it incontestibly proved by the testimony that they con- 
10 such principles and warrant no such construction; and that 
lasons m this State acknowledge none such. Neither, in the 
: in which it is used in the charge, is there any truth in tixe as- 
m that nuuanry is tvary where the Mtme* No doubt it is essentially 
&me in its signs of recognition, ceremonies of initiation, masonic 
ine or lectures, &c. &c. and this we believe is all that is meant 
e Witt Clinton and others when they say that it is every where 
&me. For we have seen that the masonic obligations are raate- 
and widely different in form, contents and substance, and it is 
ore true that masonry, in character and practice, is the same 
r where, than it is that Christianity is the same in practice and 
truction in the hands of the thousand different religious sects, 
had been there would have been no martyrs. Wlien there- 
I most offensive and criminating charge, which masons know to 
afounded, has been brought against tnera to their faces and per- 
1 iH; however seriously denied; it would not have been surpris- 
if some, nay many of them had uttered declarations, which, 
r other circumstances would be unjustifiable and perhaps 
inal. But for those persons, who have taken part in such con- 
itions, and have probably, themselves called forth those im- 
ler declarations by their own unfeeling conduct and unfounded 
sations; — ^for those to mark them down and con them over; to 
bout reporting that such and such persons — their acquaintances 
irhaps their friends; — are iustifiers of the murder of Morgan, and 
Q for the institution to which they belong a power and jurisdic- 
over life;— is furnishing but doubtful evidence of the purity of 
• own principles or of the goodness of their hearts. 
G 
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;(. oi. -i politicians who can avail them- 

< ■ : [y and industriously, sparing no 
- ■' after and collect tbeni from all 

«juaiieis; endeavoring to give to them the imposing character of evi- 
dence; not for the purpose of using them against the individuals them- 
selves; but for the purpose of giving countenance to accusations 
striking at the reputations and principles of a large and respectable 
class of their fellow citizens ! 

Examinalion af a charge of murder, made and drculaied againH ike Chtmi 

Lodge of Rhode-Island, 
Moses Thacher, ^Refers to his address to Grand Lodge for the fol- 
lowing story.) A Mr. SayleSj — says Thacher, — in the summer or au- 
tumn of 1828, a gentleman of high standing, related these facts to 
him, viz: ^'A. B. who lived in a back town of Rhode-Island, made 
C. D. a mason illegally. It leaked out, and A. B. happening to bob 
Providence, was summoned before the grand lodge; he went and was 
put out of the way so secretly that his friends thought he had abscond- 
ed, and this was the general report. The manner in which this last 
act was conducted he understood Mr. Sayles to he this* The grand 
lodge appointed certain resolute masons to act as executioners; who 
inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and consigned bis 
body down the river. The narrator of these circumstances [tb. 
Sayles] expressed his regret that the Morgan afiair had not been cob- 
ducted as secretly and thereby prevented all this noise and commo- 
tion. As Mr. Sayles is railed a man of honor he will not deny the 
statement, there being abundant evidence that he has made the sant 
to several other persons. He will likewise doubtless be able logire 
bis authority, as I understood him that one of the parties concemid 
was a relative of either himself or his wife. This affair was said (o 
have taken place several years ago. Felt an honest conviction of 
the truth of what he then stated. He placed reliance in the state- 
ment. Had seen Sayles' reply to him. Has never addressed Mr. S. 
on the subject except through medium of the press. Did not, after 
Sayles' reply to him, confer with the other persons, to whom he 
says in his address to scrand lodge, Mr. Sayles had made the same 
eommunicntion. Mr. Sayles did not name the person said to have 
been murdered by the ^rand lodge. He, — witness, — did not cogi- 
municate what he had heard to the grand lodge immediately. [Had 
an uncle in it.] He continued a mason four or five months after this. 
[Nine months, he should say. His address to his church and con- 
gregation was May 24, 1829, when he first seceded.] Has made the 
same statetnent in a note to his addre.ss to his church and congrega- 
tion and in a speech in the antimasonio convention at Philadelphia*" 
Cahb Sayles. Refers to his reply to and correction of Blose* 
Thaoher's statement, dated Sept. 10th, 1831, and published in the 
masonic Mirror and other newspapers. Corrects Thacher's state- 
ment. The circumstances w^hich, he agrees, he did relate to Thach- 
er were told to him by a brother in law at Watertown, N. Y. more 
than twenty four years ago. Does not recollect any names weregi^- 
en to him; and the relation of the alTair \\as such, at that time, as did 
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ijce so deep an impression on liis minil as to lead to any quest- 
n the subject. Mver staged that a man teas put aiU of the way^ 
Uly murdered by the grand lodge; or was so secretly put out of the 
tU his friends thouglU he had absconded j 4'C.; nor did he ever express 
that the Morgan affair had not been coiiducted as secretly^ ^-c. ^c. 
itatement was, — says Mr. S. — that after the person had been 
oned by the lodge, as I understood it, he was missings and that 
3nds thouglit he had absconded, and that this was the general 
;/' That the assertion of Moses Thacher that he understood 
^r. Sayles 'Hhat the grand lodge appointed certain resolute 
s who inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and 
;ned his body down the river," is, every syllable of iiy gratuitow, 
single word of it was ever uttered by him. Soon after conversing 
?hacher, he went into the back towns, where it was said the 
originated; and took much pains to ascertain the origin and 
ition of the story and could nnd nothing in corroboration of it. 
w there the elder brother of his informant, who had lived all his 
Q the vicinity; but he had never heard of the story and did not 
e a word of it. The name of his brother in law was Qelwin Smith, 
iquired but never could ascertain the name of the man said to 
been oiurdered. Has heard during the examination that his 
was Smith.'' 

Thatcher, as appears frorn bis deposition had twice before pub- 
uade a similar statement; once from his pulpit, to his church 
3ngregation, and once in a convention at Philadelphia. He did 
a either of those occasions name his author, but spoke of him 
espect and as ^^an upright man." In his address to the grand 
, for the first time, he named Mr Sayles; who immediately came 
rd and refused to stand voucher for the story which Thach^ 
irculated upon his authority. 

. Sayles, it appears, lives in Thacher's own town and ncigh- 
»od; yet the latter never inquired of him, whether the horrid 
mt which he was about publishing, wholly upon his (Sayles') 
rlty, was a correct accouat of what he had heard Sayles, casu- 
relate almost a year before; nor, whether Sayles himself 
I sufficiently clear and distinct recollection of an old story, 
I had more the appearance of a fable than a narrative of real 

to authorize a publication of the account, with a reference to 
8 vouching for the correctness of it. 

ither does he say that from the time he first heard it, he liad 
made any inquiries whatever for the purpose of ascertaining 
tier, or not* it was entitled to any credit. But, without any oth- 
irrant than a vague "wayside" storyT— a rumour of a rumour — 
irichout concerning himself, in the Jeiist, about its consistency, 
ibility, truth or falsehood; he goes up into his pulpit, and delin- 
ly, in the face of his church and congregation, accuses a number 
sspectble citizens of cm od/otmngf «ta<e, of the crime of murder, 
ling could so strikingly show the high state of excitement, to 
h many of the people of this man's senatorial district had, at 
time, been worked up, upon the mixed subjects of masonry and 
ics, as the fact, that he should dare to resort to such outrageous 
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means of electioneering, even lu the very pulpit and church cc 
crated to religion. 

Believing that a charge of this character, proclaimed too, as it wai 
an ordained minister of the gospel, ought not to be too lightly pi 
over, we will, bejore we finally dismiss this witness, show the d 
«nl faces which he has, himself put upon it, in his different put 
tions. If he had not been conscious that the story in its aggran 
character was one of his own framing, he would have calted i 
Sayles and endeavored to have come to an explanation with 
And he would, certainly, have appealed for a confirmation of i 
the two other persons. Dr. Pride and Rev. Luther Wright, tan 
he says Sayles had told the same story. Bui he confesses th 
made no application to any of them, after Sayles' contradictii 
his statement. 

In his Philadelphia speech he says "They [the grand lodge' 

certain resolute members appointed to take care of him. They aic 

care of him; they murdered him. And I was informed that b< 

taken down the Providence River." He merely amplifies this 

tie in his address. He there says; "The grand lodge appointee 

tain resolute masons to act as executioners, who inflicted npon ^ 

the penalty of his obligation, and consigned his body down thi 

er." But all this most material part of the charge, was added 

after his first publication of it, in his address to his church and co 

gation, which contains not a word of it. In his address to his c1 

&c. he says; "I have been informed by as many as three differeni 

sons {all masons) that a man was put out of the way, that is, sec 

murdered, a few years ago by the grand lodge of a neighboring st 

'Thus he endeavored to have it believed by his church and co 

gation, and the people of his senatorial district, that the accoi 

a most shocking murder which he was giving to them, was voi 

by the confession of a/ Itatt three different masons. Whereas it ap 

from his subsequent publications and from his deposition, tha 

Sayles was the only authority he had to refer to; and that th 

others whom he here brings in to make up his no less than three 

ent vitnessesy were only Dr. Pride and Rev. Mr. Wright, wht 

merely, like himself, heard Sayles' relation; and to whom he (T 

cr) did not think it worth while to apply for helpjafter Sayles c< 

diction of his account. In his Philadelphia account he uses the i 

Peter and John^ saying, "I will use ficticious names," leaving it 

understood by the convention that he was possessed of the real i 

of the parties: that is, the person made a mason irregularly, an 

mason who made him and was murdered for it: but did not w 

mention them. Circumstances, which if true, would give an i 

reality to the story and much strengthen it. Whereas it appea 

their depositions that neither he nor Sayles knew any thing : 

the names of the supposed |>arties. 

In his Philadelphia speech he says, "In my neighborhood it has 
said repeatedly, not by the least of the order, but by high prieM 
grand prelates, that if Morean had been put to death he had 
served rightly," and his address to grand lodge contained a si 
statement. Here in a pubh'c assembly abroad, he makes a cl 



of a highly criminal character, and aiFecCing the repatation of his 
principal neighbors at home: and by his manner of relating it im* 
presses it upon the assembly that the facts he states are within his 
OWQ personal knowledge. But when questioned in his deposition, 
and asked to give the names of those neighbors, he replied ^^I had 
not heard myself any mason express suck an opinion; 1 made that 
assertion in my address from information derived from others upon 
whom I thought I could rely. / ^ated it as any f^her kutoricalfaet,^*^ 
He does not however name a single person from whom he had, even 
second hand, these unfavorable accounts of his roost respectable 
neighbors. 

As wicked and inhuman as was this infamous charge of murder, so 
industriously and widely propagated by this witness, and by means of 
which, if it had been in his power, he would have blasted the char- 
acters and destroyed the peace of a number of respectable citizenv 
and of their families; yet we must recollect that there were men even 
in this State who were bad and base enough to make aH the use of 
it, and to give it all the credit and currency in their power. The 
same men, on the late examinations before the committee; althouglv 
compelled at last to confess that there was no foundation for the sto- 
ry; clung, to the scandal as long as there was any hope of givine any 
countenance or colour to it. And for this purpose they produced 
several witnesses the substance of whose testimony we proceed to 
give. 

Ray PoUer. Rev. Moses Thacher called on him and showed him 
a letter he had received from somebody in Maine or New Hampshire. 
Contained injunction to conceal the name. Writer had seen in news- 

fipers Thacher's account of the murder of a man by the grand lodge, 
he name of the person illegally made a mason was D. C. Smith; ne. 
now resides in N. Y. and is brother in law of Caleb Sayles, and has 
a brother in Burrillville or Glocester. 'Twas about thirty years ago. 
Writer wanted to obtain the name of the person who made the 
mason. Witness was asked if, from all he found in that letter,, and 
all that Thacher added he came to the conclusion or belief that any 
such murder had. been committed. He answered that he did not 
come to any such conclusion. Asked if he had frequently and pub- 
licly circulated these circumstances now related. Answered that he 
had spoken of them a number of times; for he had his fears and sus- 
picions that the murder was committed. "JIfy reasons toere tiuU I knew 
the penalty of the oath to be deathy and if masons thought Uright to annex sueh 
a ;>enaib^y, they ndgJU think r^ht to inflict i«." [Here we find that he 

^'omed Thacher in circulating a storjr which he confesses he did not 
>elieve, and in the next breath to justify this conduct, he pretends 
that he did have his fears and suspicions that the murder was commit- 
ted; and again, to reconcile this to his disbelief of the facts, he says 
that his fears &c. were derived from the penalty of the oath.] Ask- 
ed if he thought that an anonymous letter ought to be received by 
any man as evidence of murder; especially when the man who shows 
it 15 committed and deeply interested by having been himself the 
author of the charge. Answered that he thought not. Don't recol- 
lect any conversation with Mr. Thacher about the murder, or the 
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bircumstances of it; or who were probably concerned. Asked if he 
knade any inquiries about the story and circumstances he had beeD cir- 
culating. He replied he did not; for he did not know where lo in- 
quire [Yet he gives the name and residence of the man ;Buppo8ed, 
as he or the letter says, to have been made a mason; says he was t)ie 
brother in law ol Caleb Sayles,. and had a brother living in BurriU- 
ville or Glocester. Thacher kept his thumb over the name of the 
writer. He (witness) endeavored to see the name, and did see the 
christian name. Thacher appeared willine he should see part of the 
name. Thacher was shortly after a candidate for the Senate of Mas- 
sachusetts. [Not a word was said by Thacher in his own deposi* 
tion of this pretended letter. And although he has long brought upon 
himself the imputation of having been guilty of fabricating a. false ac- 
cusation of murder; yet he has never (from any thing that appears,) 
taken the testimony of the pretended letter writer; nor availed him- 
self of the information contained in the letter; nor applied to any of 
the persons there pointed out to him.] 

JesM Broim, of Cumberland. [Great earnestness was mapifested 
to get the testimony of this witness and the next one (Lewis C. 
Brown, of Smithfield.) They, not having readily appeared upon the 
usual written request from the committee being served upon them, t 
peremptory summons was applied for to compel their attendance, 
which was granted and served by an officer. Their exatninations will 
show the efforts that were made by those who brought them, to get 
something out of them, which by giving some countenance to the 
mitrder Uory^ might save it from falling to the ground and becomii^ 
useless.] Witness, in answer to question by J. S. Harris, said) it 
was reported that J. Follet was clandestinely made a mason by one 
Adams, of Mass. a transient person: that Follet was afterwards regu- 
larly admitted. Transaction generally known in Cumberland. Ask- 
ed by J. S. Harris if he knew that Mams was called upon by the lodp 
for wkai lie had done. << Did you understand that the lodgeor masons (asK- 
cd J. S. Harris) had any Udng to do teith his going away^ or paid amf 
thing towards his remoMUT^ Ans. ^' I never understood that the lodge 
or masons had any thing to do with said Adams' going away: I under- 
stood that several masons conversed with him on the subject, and 
asked him why he had done so; and he replied, that he did it to get 
funds to remove himself and family: this was more than twenty years 
ago." Quest, by J. S. Harris. *' Have you not frequently said or 
thought there was something wrong about this transaction, so far u 
masonry was concerned?" Ans. ^' I have not; I have thought and 
said that Adams did wrong to get Follet's money in that way." [Thus 
the witness is almost begged to furnish some little, ever so little, cir- 
cumstance: — ^A. said soj or A. thought so^ even to relieve the distress- 
es of those who, being obliged to give up the glaring charge of mur- 
der, could not bear the idea of being deprived of all pretexts for coa- 
tinuing, at least, their surmises and insinuations against the reputation 
of some of the most esteeiped and respected witnesses of the very 
town in which their assailants themselves live.] Quest, by Wip. 
Harris. <<Have you heard from Mrs. Follet's family, or any one else, 
respecting a stranger who boarded there going away suddenly, tfd 
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of Mrs. F's. dtscovcrlns blood on his clothing?" &e. Ans. *^l aev* 
er did-" 

Lewis C. Brown. Was asked by those who produced hicn, about a 
man's having obtained degrees in masonry illegally; who it was; who 
gave tfae degrees; what Ucame of the man; where toae fie tried? Ans. 
^< No such case ever came within my knowledge." Quest. '< Have 
you reason to believe that such a case did happen? Ans. '^No" — 
has heard the Foilet story and relates it; was well acquainted with 
Mr. Foilet. His brother Fenner Brown married one of Follet's 
daughters. He (witness) was from twenty to twenty five years old 
when Foilet died. Never heard h'lm (Foilet) say he had been clan- 
destinely made a mason or that any one had suffered on his account. 
Asked, what has been represented by Follet's family as to his state 
of ihind when in his last sickness. Aus. Never hearcl there was any 
change in his mind or that he said any thing about any stranger. [Ques- 
tions were asked him similar to that put by Wm. Harris in last depo- 
sition, but the inquiries amounted to nothing.] 

Sctmttel Young. Heard a rumor about two years ago about one 
Thomas H. or S. Smith being murdered in St. John's lodge in Prov- 
idence, never heard any other such rumor and supposes it the same 
as Moses Thacher's. Acquainted with Smith's wife, who has told 
him her husband had absconded. Smith formerly lived in Gloces- 
ter. Asked by J. S. Harris if he ever heard her say that her hus- 
btod had been summoned before the lodge; was not her maiden name 
fiowen; and was not Bo wen a high mason? Ans. Never heard her 
say her husband was so summoned; Bowen was her father, but 
whether a mason or not don't know. 

Thtmuu Tntesdell, Heard same report as S. Young. He knew 
Smith well. There was a story that in 1821, (thinks) he started to 
come to Providence from Glocester and had been robbed, and it was 
feared he had been made way with by robbers; considerable inquiry 
was made about him and it was reported that his horse and waggon 
had been found in Cranston or Johnston. The belief was afterwards 
that he had gone to Ohio or Kentucky. He (Smith) was owing the 
linn of ^heaton & Truesdell about five hundred dollars; informed 
if Jesse Tourtellot that Smith was seen by his iiartner Mr. Wilder 
Dear Cincinnati; sent our acconnt out to be collected. Mr. Wilder 
who was brought up near Smith and knew him well, told witness 
that he afterwards had seen Smith in New-Orleans; and was sure it 
was he though he tried to shun him. Witness is not a mason. 

These are all the charges which have appeared, in the various pub- 
lications devoted to that object, against freemasonry and masons m 
this. State. The committee; agreeably to their instructions; have 
carefully examined them all; and the result of their investigation is 
here presented; together with the whole of the testimony taken by 
them. 

The committee, during the examination, could not avoid (and did 
Dot wish to avoid) feeling an interest m the reputations of the large 
ftod respectable class of their fellow citizens, who had been so long 
held up fo public view; and, a desire that they might not be found 
deserving of the degrading charges circulated against tbem. They 



have no apprehensions that their participatfn^ in that commoxi 
est which the community itself always takes in the reputation 
members) will subject them to the censure of the General Assc 
or the disapprobation of their fellow citizens. That they we 
led by this, or any other consideration to show any undue fa* 
masons: on the contrary, that an extreme indulgence and li 
even, was extended to those who had propajgated; and of • 
were responsible for the charges under examination; — the g 
lions themselves will manifest. 

The opinions of the committee have already been expressec 
these charges as they severally came under examination. Tb 
unsupported by the evidence; — nay, they are clearly proved 
wholly unfounded. 

With respect to the masonic institution itself, we believe t 
its principles, it was originally good; and that as it is still unde 
and practiced upon in this State, it cannot be called bad, mu< 
crimmal. That we are correct in this opinion we think mi§ 
clearly shown from the antimasonic books themselves. But ^ 
dwelling upon this point, there is one fact which we think ou 
be conclusive with every candid and rational man. Some, nay 
many, of the greatest and best men which this or any other ci 
tsver produced, have been long adhering and approving memfa 
tnasonic institutions. 

Some persons have strenuously endeavored to have it undei 
that masonry was denounced by President Washington. Tk 
was not so. His letter of September 25th, 1798, to Mr. S 
was merely written to correct the error of his friend in sup 
that he then presided over the English lodges in this countr 
^oing this he mentions that he had not been in a lodge moi 
«Bce or twice within the last thirty years; and he adds: ^M l 
tiotwithstanding none of the lodges in this country are contam 
with the principles ascribed to the society of the illuminati 
would be paying a poor compliment to President Washington, 
that he knew the masonic institution of which he was a memt 
be criminal, dangerous, or bad in any way, and that he yet i 
withdraw from it. All that can be said about it is, that he ha 
ceased to take an interest in attending upon lodges; which we 
is the case with very many who still retain a good opinion of ih 
ciples of masonry. Dr. Franklin was, we are informed, at thi 
olthe first lodge (grandflodge we believe) introduced into Ph 
phia. 

Cadwallader D. Colden may be mentioned, because he is hi 
tbority with antimasons, and is respected also by masons, a 
many of whom approve of his sentiments, though not themselv 
ceders. He was long an adhering mason, took his thirty-thii 
cree, and officiated in some of its highest offices; and it was 
his opinion that in the prineipUi of masonry there was any 
wrone. Numerous instances might also be mentioned of men 
have been among the brightest examples of piety, christian i 
ness and wisdom, and who yet have been long approving mason 
taken the highest degrees. 
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We have been surprised, we cpnfess, that grare and Wise nm 
(such for instance a^ the Bishop Griswold, and the late Dr. Gano) 
could submit to what would seem to be frivolities in the masonic cer* 
emooies; but when we come to look into the antimasonic books, we 
find those ceremoaies, even there, explained in a manner to render 
them unexceptional)Ieand even impresssive. For instance; theblaz* 
ing Star is explained in the lectures as ^^commemorative of the Star which 
appeared in the easty to guide the wise men to BtthMiem^ to proclaim thM 
wth and preeence of the Son of God,^^ In like manner also are explain- 
ed the emblems of the spade, coffin, death-head, marrow bones and 
sprig of cassia which are so perpetually kept before our eyes in an- 
timasonic books and almanacs, for the purposes of deception. Fol^ 
instance, the emblem of the sprig of cassia is thus explained in the 
lecture in Bernard's book, ^'lihe sprig of cassia h emDleroadcal of 
that immortal part of man which never dies, and when the cold win- 
ter of death shall have passed and the bright summer's morn of the 
resurrection appears, the Son of Righteousness shall descend, and 
tend forth his angels to collect our ransomed dust," &c. 

Upon the whole, we must come to the conclusion that in the gen- 
uine original principles of masonry there is nothing objectionable. 
Bnt that its principles have, in some places become wholly corrupt- 
ed; that the institution has been abused to an alarming degree; and 
that it is aa institution liable to be abused and to become dangerous; 
^f all this we are perfectly convinced; as we shall more fully man- 
ifest before we close this report. 

The committee have not deemed it pfoper to extend their inquiry 
to the accusations against freemasons in other states; and we have 
Iherefore aot authorized any <depositions to be taken out of this State. 
. We would however notice a statement, iu the form of a letter dated 
At New-York, purporting to have been written by Jarvis F. Hanks 
and sworn to, which was presented to the committee. This state- 
Mot contains the opinions of the writer on the subject of the ma- 
tooic obligations, and also charges of a criminal natur^. against ma- 
i(His in New-Tork; these charges are improbable upon the face of 
llto, and if untrue are grossly libellous. Besides if the charges 
' 9ere founded in fact it was the duty of Mr. Hanks as a citizen to 
ittke them known to the civil authority of New-York, that the ac- 
eosed migbt be prosecuted for the offences and confronted with their 
leaser. As the character and standing of Mr. Hanks is unknown 
to tts, and we have had no opportunity of examining him ourselves; 
*tt should do an act of injustice to our fellow citizens of New- York 
to publish these charges. 

The affidavits of Taber, Corey and Philip Chace of Troy, Mass. 
tlttive to the masonic obligations in Bernard's Light on Masonry, 
•ad of Philip Peck of New-Berlin, N. Y. relative to the New-Berlin 
^ial, were presented to the committee, but as these affidavits con- 
Mn nothing important to our inquiry and were taken without our di- 
'^tion, we do not think it proper to publish them. And it must be> 
. obvious, that if we were to receive testimony of this character, it 
Would lead to an interminable inquiry; without producing any sai^- 
fectory result. 

H 



Thi auihori of tJu foregoing chargit and (heir offjecU. 
The committee have still an important part of their duty to per- 
form. Here have been a number of highly criminal and scaodaloui 
charges, aimed at the characters of a large class of the most respec- 
ted citizens in the State, published and republished in newspapers, 
pamphlets and hand-bills; and unceasingly propagated; with the de* 
clarations that the propagators held themselves prepared to sub- 
stantiate them; — ^all which charges, when fully examined, although 
every effort has been made to sustain them; have turned out to be 
totally false. Who are they that have done this toorfc, and what haoe bem 
their objects? It has no appearance of being the work of mere hot- 
headed zealots, or the offspring of private malice. It cannot be so 
accounted for. 

The character of the charges, on the face of them, is that of cold 
blooded calculation and design. And when the uniform conduct of 
those concerned in them, ana the additional facts which will present- 
ly be stated, are looked into and considered; there cannot be a doubt 
what that design has been: — that in fact, it was and is no other tbas 
a design to prevent masonry from going down or being given up;— 
to excite and lash masons into resistance and action, and by contin- 
ually threatening them with the ballot-box and the press, to compel 
them in self defence to organize themselves into a political party: tbe 
effect of which, it was well known, would be to bring out and ar- 
ray antimasons as a political party (which they were not until lone 
after these intrigues were commenced) in opposition to them. And 
then, in the state of commotion which would ensue, in the conflicts i 
of the two parties; these agitators would have a prospect of risisg 
into importance and power; which such characters could never faop^ 
for from the cool judgment of the people. 

Most certainly these are not the objects of any cx)nsiderable ndb- 
ber of political antimasons. We want no better proof that they sit 
not, than the fact that these objects, and the means by which thef - 
are pursued^ are devoid of all principle — amoral and political. For 
we do sincerely believe that a great majority of political antimasons 
want nothing more than that masonry should be discontinued, and 
would be perfectly satisfied if the masons themselves would discon- 
tinue it: — ^Detter satisfied, indeed, than they would be in putting it 
down forcibly; which, if it could be done, would be productive of 
irritation and resentful feelings which would not soon sul^side. 

We are equally confident that there is no political antimason, wb# 
is also a moral antimason, (and there can be no honest antimason who 
is not,) who has had any hand or agency in the flagitious charges in^ 
question. Charges (some of them) imputing the crimes of murder 
and the justification of murder to an extensive class 'of highly e^ 
teemed citizens. No; they, every man of them, will and do con* 
demn such profligacy as strongly and decidedly as do the rest of th^ 
community. But, they must then be sensible that there is among 
• them a set of men, calling themselves political antimasons, and act' 
ins a conspicuous part in the party; with whom, in character, io 
principles, motives and objects they can have no fellowship; and to 
whom they ought not to give any manner of countenance. Nor witt 
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hey, we art persuaded, when they become better acquafnted with 
their designs. 

There is no difference in principles between moral and political 
antimasons. They all equally wish that the masonic institutions 
should be discontinued. And for a longtime there was no difference 
in -opinion among them as to the means. They relied upon the influx 
ence which the common sense and wishes and sentiments of the 
whole community would have upon the masonic fraternity. And 
they were certainly right in these calculations. That influenco, al- 
ways powerful, would probably long aco, have had the desired ef* 
feet, had it not been counteracted by tne arts of those who had dif- 
ferent ends to answer. It has been by the efforts of those persons 
that a portion of the moral antimasons have been drawn off from their 
brethren. The sole object of these persons is to make a speculation 
ind pfbfit out of masonry and antimasonry. But as they claim to be 
tntimasons, though their objects and principles are totally different 
from, nay, the reverse of those of both the other classes of antima- 
sons, we find it necessary, for the purpose of distinguishing them, and 
that no mistake may be made in the application of our further re« 
marks, to designate them by some appropriate name or title, and as 
we do not readily think of any more, characteristic, we shall call 
tbam Spectdadoe antimasons. 

It must not be understood that this class of speculating politicians 
ii acting at its own discretion, or pursuing its own plans, without 
connexion with or dependance upon others. It is quite the contra- 
ry. It forms but an uniniporlant member, comparatively, of an ex- 
tensive fraternity of speculative antimasons, which has been organ- 
ised and established by the far reach'uig politicians of another State; 
who alone could ever have conceived the idea of bringing about a 
connexion between politics and antimasonry. By those politicians, 
the universal excitement, the deep sensation of abhorrence and in- 
[. dignation which were produced bynhe tragical scenes that had been 
tCted in the western parts of that State, were marked only with an 
eye to the use that might be made oT them. They calculated, (as 
the capacity of a steam engine is calculated,) what would be tne 
smount of the available power and force of the popular impulse, then 



faipnlse) put themselves forward into the front ranks of antimason- 
7, where they speedily drowned the voices of the real, moral anti- 
Butsons, and took their places; by their loud denunciations of mason- 
'y and masons; their lamentations of the murder of Morgan; their 
discoveries, or prophecies of new and monstrous crimes, plots and 
' conspiracies, against the safety and rights of their fellow citizens, 
tnd the liberties of the country. Every where they were foremost 
in advocating the cause of antimasonry; the people's cause. 

In short, there were no bounds to the arts which those deep-read 
politicians put in practice, to keep up and increase the popular ex- 
citement. And, so far, their efforts were attended with no difficul- 
ties. There was just and ample cause for those excitements — a cause 
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Ibut too real. The only ocension they had for the exercise of t&ei 
skill, was in concentrating the popular innpulse and giving it the di 
rection which their purposes required it should take. And this wa 
an. easy performance for such adepts. They knew that popular Js 
dignation is never satisfied with being felt and expressed merely. I 
must act; must have an object to act upon; — a sensible object ti 
feel its weight. The object upon which they intended from tb 
beginning the attack should be made^ was, as we have long ago seeo 
the whole body of the masons, without discrimination. 

The actual perpetrators of the murder of Morgan they conceimH 
themselves but little about, and only made use of for the purpose a 
coupling with them, and implicating in their guilt, the whole masoov 
fraternity, without regarding who were innocent or who guilty. 

And believing that ibeir plans were sufficiently matured to receivi 
the finishing stroke, and that those upon whom they had been ope 
rating, were ready for action; they began to explain to them tna 
the only way in wliich they could reach their enemies, the mason 
and make them feel their indignation and their power was, io Ml 
aigdwA fAem; — ^'to votiT them down." And not only the masons 
bat to vote down all others who would not join them in voting dowi 
the masons. 

Here was a full discloi^re of their plans and their objects. Th^ 
knew, perfectly, that to pursue with nostility a whole and an exten 
sive, respectable and influential class of people, mdiscrimioately, aw 
without caring whether they were innocent or guilty, would be rani 
persecution; and would, as persecution forever has done all over tb 
world, not only produce, but justify resistance and opposition. And 
that, instead of weakening or breaking down the masonic institutioa 
it wo^ld be the certain means of strengthening, if not of pyprpetuatin| 
them. And this was the j;)rimary object of their labors. They knev 
Ihat unless the masons could be excited and driven into oppositiei 
and others with them; unless from this beginning a new state of par 
ty warfare could be brought about, in which the whole public shouU 
be led or driven to embark — all their hopes of a profitable, if not i 
brilliant political career, would be tirustrated. 

Selfish and unprincipled as such designs evidently were, it had be 
eome really doubtful whether these political speculators in raasoar] 
and antimasonry, had any desire, longer to disguise them. Tb^ 
manifested apprehensions lest they should be supposed to limit thaiE 
views to mere masonry and masons; which, instead of being thai 
objects, were the means only which they employed to aid them ii 
their ulterior views. They gave it to be understood that they wer 
not a mere antimasonic party; but were a political party, with a 
high pretensions as any other political party, and in proof of this 
they soon made it manifest that they aspired to possess themselve 
of the reins of government, not only of the State, but of the Unitei 
States. 

Politicians of the character we are describing discard all concer 
about the opinion of the world as soon as they have, or think the; 
have a ^ooa prospect of success. So it was with these. They knei 
that their real designs were participated in by many; that there wer< 
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many others who would fall into the ranks if convinced they were giy 
ing over to the stronger side; and that) besides alt these, there were 
many honest antimasons who had fixed their eyes so strongly {^nd 
steadily upon the masons, their mortal enemies; they had been made 
to believe that they could see nothing else; were past all reflection, 
and only waited, impatiently for the words — -present— fire. 

The words of cbmmand they did receive from their leaders were 
quite as inspiriting. ^'^ To th^ polls — to thepolls^^ — tite ballot — the 
BiLLOT-BOx;" were the cabalistic phrases of the political magicians, 
aod were reiterated in every harangue and address, and emblazoned 
io every antimasonic newspaper. 

It is believed b^ politicians that there are certain words or phras- 
es which contain m them a charm much more potent than any rea- 
t Boning. Such a charm the phrase ^^the ballot-box and the press," 
I is supposed to contain, and great use was accordingly made of it by 
* the specukUwe antimasons. ^^The ballot-box and the press;^^ — meaning by 
: the latter, the presses under their management, in which they in- 
!( structed their followers in the virtues and uses of the ^^baUot-box;^^ 
\ audfinally brought them to the conclusion that the only sovereign 
1 remedy and cure for masonry; the only certain means of rendering 
I antioaasonry triumphant; was to confer upon them and their adher-* 
p} eats, all the principal public offices; — all the chief places and posts of 
y honor and endowment. Not that they were ambitious, or at all de- 
ic| sirous of holding offices. Far from it. They would only consent 
^ to take them for safe keeping; and that they might not get into the 
^ dangerous hands of the masons, or of those who would not help to 
4 I'ote down the masons. 

Thus, feelings orisinallv pure and genuine; feelings of the heart — 
apootaneous, naturaiand honorable to humanity — were worked upon 
by selfish, unfeeling politicians, until they became an impure politi- 
cal fermentation, and were prostituted to the vile purposes of party. 
This we believe to be a correct outline of the history and charac- 
ter of speculative, political antimasonry. We have taken it at its 
source,' because a description of it there is a description of it in this 
and the other states, as (ar as it has yet reached. For what has been 
r aaid of masonry, that it is the same every where, is infinitely more ap- 
ri plicable to speculative antimasonry. The present society has not 
i poly given the tone and stamp to the subordinate, minor fraternities 
ft 'ft other states, but as it would seem, has initiated them into its mys- 
rt teries, and instructed them in the mode of working. And so closely 
^ havQ those provincial fraternities copied after and followed the in- 
stractioQ anxl example of their leaders, that they have disregarded all 
di&rences of situation, circumstances, character and state of society. 
This may be seen in the character of the charges we have just be^n 
considering, in which we find that the whole body of the masons in 
cl ^hig State are treated as if they were the same description of people 
^ the masons in the western parts of New- York, who were impHcat- 
M edinthe outrage committed there. But some of our New England 
f= fraternities have carried their initiations many steps too far for their 
r' own credit and characters. * Finding to what great political account 
die muf der of liforgan had be^p turned out in the bands of the New- 
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York politicians, tbey have been foolish and depraved enough to etk 
deavor to get up a few murder scenes in their own States, to be tra? 
ded upon in the same way. How the exhibition was managed in this 
State and what it come to, we have already seen: and whoever may 
wish to see a few more clumsy attempts at the same kind of exhibi- 
tions, may gratify his curiosity by looking into the proceedings of 
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention held in Boston in May 
last, which we have already referred to, and shall again presently 
have occasion to consult. 

It was long before speculative antimasonry could find any counte* 
nance in this State. And at last, as weare informed, it was introduc- 
ed here directly from the State in which it originated. 

The sober minded people of this State will judge whether it is pru« 
dent, wholesome or safe, for us to have much to do with either the 
politics or politicians of that State; or to give much countenance to 
a fraternity which is either secretly or openly in connexion with, or 
subordinate to a similar, but ttiuch more powerful and extensive po- 
litical association. ^ 

That all these fraternities of speculative antimasons are acting, se* 
cretly and understandingly, under the same discipline, have one and 
the same object — that of obtaining office and power, by creating 
themselyes into an exclusive political party; and that they are every 
where making use of the same means to effect their object. That is, 
are doing every thing in their power to prevent the masonic institu- 
tions from being discontinued; and to provoke and drive the masons 
into an opposition party, without which they cannot themselves ex- 
ist as a party: all this is manifested in their whole proceedings. 

Instead of addressing themselves to the understandings or patriot- 
ism of the masons, instead, of employing argument or persuasion with 
ihera, they have made every possible effort to outrage their feelings; 
have Ipaded them incessantly with abuse and crimination, accusing 
. them with all manner of crimes, and treating them throughout in such 
a manner as, it was hoped and believed, would put it out of their 
power to surrender tne masonic institutions without impliedly ack- 
nowledging criminality. 

Nor can there be any doubt, that if they had it in their power, th«y 
would proceed to disfranchise this class of their fellow-citizens. In 
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention before mentioned, it was 
recommended that a statute be passed to disqualify masons from set- 
ting on juries in cases where one of the partiesis a mason and the 
other not. Another of their recommendations was that the antima- 
sonic presses should be exclusively patronised, and other presses dis' 
countenanced.- And, furthermore, that an antimasonic '^ Tract. Society i 
with aiLxiliary branches ^^^ should be established, and funds created, to be 
^^ raised from small contributions among the peophj whichy pouring theif 
breams into a gcneralreservoir^ will enable a committee to stereotype j^^ ^c SfC* 

That the suppression of masonry is not their object — that the con* 
trary is, in fact their object, is evident from another fact. What Ber^ 
nard, the seceding mason, says in his antimasonic book, viz. ^^ that t 
very small proportion of masons ever advance any further than the 
thu-d degree^" is undoubtedly true. There are thousands of masoof 
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ebo, (liko Presideot Washington) although they haro seen notbmg 
Q the principles of masonry to disapprove of, have taken no interest 
n ks ceremonies, have for many years ceased to attend lodge meet* 
ngs and now, probably, think that under all circumstances, theinsti* 
Liition had better be abolished. Yet al] these are involved in the 
persecution of political (speculative) antimasons, equally with the 
[Qost active adhering mason. 

Again, these politicians know that it would not be enough to ex- 
cite and stir up the masons. It was equally necessary that others 
should be stirred up and brought to act against them; otherwise there 
would be fio party warfare. And to bring this about they have bold- 
ly and incessantly declared and proclaimed, that the masons had al- 
ready taken the field; and that, in fact, they always had been a secret 
political conibination, having an eye to and engrossing all the chief 

tublic offices. Part of this is proved to be a sheer fabrication even 
ythe testimony of all the seceding masons themselves; and whoev- , 
er will take the trouble to look into the schedules, or public journals 
of the Legislature, will find that part of it which relates to the public 
offices, to be equally unfounded. 

But there is another difficulty which these people have had to en* 
counter, which has proved nearly insurmountable even in the state of 
New- York itself, the very hotbed of speculative political antimasonry. 
It is apparent that the masons alone even if they could be driven to 
act as a political party, (which in this state, at least, they never yet 
have done, and we hope, will not;) would not, as respectable as they 
oi&y be, and influential as many individuals among them are, would 
Dot, of themselves form a party sufficiently comprehensive to answer 
the object in view. For, they might act as a parly, and every man 
of them might be excluded from office; and yet the reigns of govern- 
ment remain in the same hands they already were in; that is, in the 
handsiof national republicans, moral antimasons, in whom the people 
might continue to place their confidence, without perceiving the 
necessity of transferring it to the speculative political antimasons. 

Here then was the great obstacle. The moral antimasons are in 
their way, and always n^ust be, as long as they pursue their present 
upright course. This accounts for their antipathy to them; which 
is probably stronger and much more sincere, than that which they 
feel towards the masons themselves. To remove this obstacle out 
of their way, we see them laboring to identify the moral antimasons 
^ith the masons, and treating them as if they formed a party togeth- 
er. And thus it is that they apply to them (the moral antimasons) 
the most vituperative and even low and scurrilous epithets. In short, 
they openly atow that they will recognize but twcrparties in the 
Country; themselves forming one and the masons the other. 

Upon this principle it was, if principle it can be called, that they 
opposed Gov. Lincoln, although he avowed himself to be moral an- 
timason; they are opposing Mr. Clay also, who, they knew, had 
withdrawn himself from masonry. And now they are, with great vio- 
lence, opposing the national republican administration in this state, 
although the head of the prox, and every one of the senators are deci- 
^ moral^antimasonS) as are aUo nearly the whole of house of repre-^ 
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sentatives; there being, we believe, not more than six or seven ad« 
hering masons in that whole body. And, according to the same prin- 
ciple, if president Washington himself was now living, and a candi- 
date for office, these speculative, political antimasons would oppose 
him. Thus it is that to serve their own party ends, they take upon 
themselves to organize society itself anew, by forcibly arranging and 
classing, willing or unwilling, the whole community into two political 
divisions. The means employed to ejSect this object, are, as we 
have seen, in accordance with its character. 

But there is one design entertained and practiced upon, at least b| 
some of them, which is so profligate in its conception, and would M 
so dreadfully pernicious in its effects, that we must not omit to no* 
tice it. That design is to create a deadly feud among the whole peo* 
pie, by carrying the torch of discord into their churches and religioai 
societies. 

We find by the proceedings of the same Massachusetts antimasoaM 
convention, that a committee was appointed by that body, ^^to mfirir 
whether irUelligerU Ckristiam or churches can knowingly feJJowMp nil 
Jreemasonry or its adhering members j wUhoiU becoming accessaries cffwrl^ 
Jaet; thus participaling in the horrid crimes of which the the masonic instihs 
Hanis proved guilty. ^^ And the following extracts are takes from tlu 
report of that committee to the convention, vis: ^^Your committal 
proceed to say that they are totally unable to discover how any M^ 
derstanding Christian^ or any church of the Lord Jesus Christ, orgi»* 
ized on gospel principles, actuated by a gospel spirit, and walking k^ 
gospel rules, can consistently with their duty hold any fellowihf 
^vhatever with the masonic institution, or with its adhering memlMfi 
and supporters.'' ^^Every organized church possesses in herself tbt 
power of her own purification and preservation. The sword of tbt 
spirit is in her own hands, and under the direction of her Lord, ibi 
can and ought to separate from her body, every incorrigible membflr 
of the masonic fraternity. She is invested with the power of iisci^ 
jpUne, which affords an ample remedy for this great and sore evil"! 
The report breathes the same spirit throughout; yet it was referred 
hj the convention to their publishing.^committefe, who say of it, that 
**^after careful examination [they] believe it to be a valuable document 
mnd deservmg of extensive circulation!" 

And this spirit of intolerance has not vented itself in words merely* 
We find it ragiiie and fomenting bitter strife and discord in the bos<^ 
of the church, m North Wrentham, Mass., and ending only in tbi 
separation of its members; part of them fthe minority) with the mis* 
ister, Mr. Moses Thacher, withdrawing irora the old church ttnd as* 
tablishing a new oo^. Among the reasons assigned by them for llw 
measure, we find the following, viz: "We are bound then, by th* 
principles and spirit of the gospel, to disfellowship not only freeiDi' 
sonry, hut freemasons^ so long as they adhere to that antichristian is* 
stitution; and in consideration that there are in your church ii0jj 
freemasons, and others who appear determined to remain in league ni^ 
them\^^ &c. &c. going on upon this ground to justify their separatioO* 
Had they been the majority, instead of a mmopty, they would o> 
course^ have excommunicated all the other members; not only tboi^ 
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wboiv(3re masons, but the rest, because tbcy would not agree to dis 
feUowbip the masons. Thus is the church and religion itself, to bo 
prostituted to the furtherance of political party purposes. Is this 
the way to put down masonry? Does it manifest any intention or 
desire chat it should go down. 

A pious divine, and a sincere moral antimason, in a letter to Mr. 
Thacher upon the occasion of those unhappy difliculties, thus ad- 
dresses himself to that gentleman: '^There are in all or in many of 
our churches, members, who although they belong to the masonic 
institution, profess to know nothing nc out masonry, nuchas you have 
revealed it, and their whole lives bear testimony, that in all their in* 
tercourse with the cliurch and whh the world, ihey have always 
Acted on principles diametrically opposite to those M'hich you call 
msonic." *'And yet oar churches are to be called upon to disci- 
p&nt these members for crimes which they detest and abhor; and 
they must acknowledge that their view of masonry is such as yoa 
have represented, or be excommunicated." *SSir, I am sick al 
heart of these pretences to particular purity and zeal. They, carry 
with them but contention, noise and war." 

We hare mentioned, in another part of this report, that, during 
the examination in Providence, a design was formed and manifested 
by certain persons, to frustrate the object which the General Assem* 
Uy had in view in instituting the investigation. The following add^- 
tioaal circumstances will place that fact beyond a doubt. Mr. W. 
Wilkinson was the first masonic witness who was called upon ior adis* 
«k)8ure of the masonic obligations. He'was before the committee the 
vbole of Tuesday, the sixth day of their sittings When some questions 
(beaded in by antimasons) were put to him respecting some of the 
nisonie signs, or ceremonies or symbols, he declined answering, say- 
ng:that be had been assured by the chairman, that the committee 
would not require the masons to answer such questions. * He was 
confirmed in this by the chairman, who then stated publicly, the rhle 
which the committee had agrftd upon, as alfeady mentioned. He 
Slated further that, unless the masons should prove to the contrary, 
the committee should take it for granted, and re|)brt accordingly,' 
that the masonic secrets or mysteries were fully and correctly dis- 
closed in the autimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn, as the seced- 
ing masons had testified. This appeared to be perfectly satisfactory 
to every body; and the examinations of the masonic witnesses went 
^qaietlyin conformity to the rule thiis stated, without the least 
appearance of dissatisfaction, through the whole of that day and the 
KXt, until evening. 

la the antimtsonic newspaper of Wednesday we^ind the following 
Wice, via: "Sixth Day. — The legislative committee continued 
tbeirinvestigations relative to masonry, yesterday, it being the sixth 
% they have assiduously devoted to the inquiry. Messrs. Hazard, 
Cornell, Haile and Sprague were present. The whole day was oc- 
cupied in the examination of William Wilkinson, Esq. a citi7.en of 
l^igh respectability and the oldest royal arch mason in the state," 
*c. ic. «*Mr. Wilkinson stated the obligations, so far as^ he couH 
'«coUfcct thefn, up te the knight templar's degfpe mclu^ive; but ^e- 
' I 
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elined answ^ering questions touching tho ceremonies and signs of tbs 
several degrees, which he considered were the secrets of masonry; 
and having reference to masons alone as such. The oaths he did 
not consider were the secrets enjoined to be kept as such. So 
far as the witness fell at liberty to answer the questions proposed to 
hifn, his statements were made in apparent frankness and candor/' &c. 

No complaint was heard against the rule adopted and acted upon 
by the couimittee; much less was there any intimation that any 
member of the committee had not agreed to, or was not satisfied 
with it. But during this day, (Wednesday,) it became quite evident, 
to those who had been concerned in propagating the charges, that 
those charges had all been disproved; and, indeed, they were con- 
scious, that the testimony of the numerous witnesses whom they bad 
themselves brought forward for examination during the first five davsi 
instead of sustaining those charges, had gone very far towards dis- 
crediting them. It was time therefore for them ^Ho look to there- 
suit." 

Capt. Wm. Russell had been much relied upon by them to proTS 
an important charge against masons, as has before been stated; birt 
his testimony was the reverse of what was expected by tbera. It 
was then that they took their stand, and made their preconcert- 
ed attempt to interrupt the proceedings of the committee by til- 
ling upon Capt. R. (whom they had summoned for a different pur- 
pose,) to testify relative to the masonic secrets. They knew tbe at- 
tempt would be discountenanced; and probably, not without some 
severity; as it certainly merited. And it was for this purpose tbtt 
they made it. They had now no hopes from the investigatioD, and 
were desirous oi escaping its results, by complaining of and impeach- 
ing the conduct of the committee. And from this moment they rais« 
^d the cry that the committee were partial and had favored tbe nUf 
sons. And thai the investigation was incomplete and unsatisfactory 
and would not answer the object intended, because the masons were 
not required to answer questions relAive to the masonic signs, fcc. 
They knew very well that these were hollow and deceitful preten- 
ces; but they were the best they had to set up. Unless they believ- 
ed that their own witnesses had sworn falsely, they knew that tbe 
masonic signs, ceremonies and mysteries of every kind had already 
been disclosed and proved by those witnesses. Moses Tbacberbid 
^one as high as the royal arch degree; and he and the other seeed- 
mg masons had testified that, as far as they had gone; all the mason- 
ic mysteries were fully and correctly disclosed and described in Bef* 
nardand AUyn's books: and this evidence, there being none to tbe 
contrary, and indeed no denial on the part of the masons^ was qoita 
sufficient to warrant the inference that the remaining ceremonies* 
were also given correctly in those books. The committee so under- 
stood it and intended so to report; and the cabal knew that they did. 

Mr. Wm. Sprague jr. has himself mentioned the fact that during 
part of the proceedings he had withdrawn himself from the commit- 
tee This (act was not mentioned in the former part of this report 
because, as Mr. Sprague had acted with the committee throuj^DOuf 
tUa whole oC the examinations of Mr. Wm. Wilkinson, Mr. B. dranS' 
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ton, and the other masoni(i witnesses who were examined on the sixth 
and seventh days, (Tuesday and Wednesday,) during which examina- 
tions the rule in question had been acted upon without any appear- 
ance of dissatisfaction, and had been repeatedly stated and explained 
as having been adopted by the committee of which Mr. Sprague was 
one, — as Mr. Sprague had remained in his seat with the committee 
(he speaks himself of the examination of Capt. Russell, which was 
the last on Wednesday night) until within a few moments of the time 
when the attempt before mentioned was made; and finally as Mr. 
Spraeue afterwards expressed himself dissatisfied with the rule, 
which, during the whole course of the examinations he had never be- 
fore done; considering all this; — it was thought that the mentioning 
the fact of his withdrawing frbm the committee, would have the ap- 
pearance of implicating Mr. Sprague with those who had combined 
to frustrate the object of the investigation. 

Mr. Sprague, the next day after that attempt (on Thursday) said 
to some of the committee that it was necessary for him ^Ho look to the 
fettitt." Being asked what he meant by looking to the result, he re- 

tlied that he must consider how it (the examination) is coming out. 
Ir. Sprague was reminded that the committee, when they first met, 
had tAKen the resolution that they would go thoroughly through the 
eumination let it come out as it might; and that, with the result 
they had nothing to do. The committee did not then know that 
Mr. Sprague was one of the committee appointed to make the anti- 
vasonic address published in September; and in which address the 
very charges (most of them) which were under examination were con- 
tained. 

As the name of William Sprague, and not William Sprague, jr. was 
put to that address, we cannot tell whether it was, in fact, signed or 
axamined by Mr. Sprague jr. or not. If it was, he was perhaps treat- 
td by those who drew it up in the same manner that Mr. John Brown 
of East Greenwich, whose name is to the same address as one of the 
committee, was treated. In the addh'ess, that gentleman (Mr. Brown) 
!t made to assert '^f^ the members of those corporaHons are bound by 
^knr masonic relaHons and secret oaths^ to give a preference to each other ^ 
mrAerestof maniUnd," ^c. ^e. Whereas in his deposition given 
ttnder oath, before the committee, he proves that charge to b« 
Use. Testifying there, that he never believed that his masonic oaths 
ifmd him to favor a mason at the expense or the injury of others ofhisfel- 
b» citizens; — that he never himself practised upon^uch a construc^on of the 
<Mtti;a— fAitf if he had a favor to grant he should consider that he had aright 
to sekct the object of his bounty;— that if a favor uas asked of him by a broth- 
^mason^ every thing being aqual^ he thought^ but could not be certain, that 
^ Aould give apr^erence to him, the brother mason, and he should have 
^Ktsd in the same way between a brother in the church and another who was 
M a brother. But that such a case never occurred to him, for in almo^ «w- 
9fy instance there has been something by which to di^inguish between the per* 
'om, and in that ease he should judge accordingly. In the same addresg 
Mr. Brown is made to assert "that the oaths, regulations and requi- 
titions of masonry, are in direct violation of the civil oaths, and the 
dutiaa of witnesses, jurors, and public officers^" And he is also made 
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fa charge the grand lodge with having always acted secretly tn apohf- 
teal paHy, All which'is expressly contradicted in his deposition in 
which he swears that he never knew the subjects of politics or reli- 
gion, discussed in any lodge— which subjects he believed are prohib- 
ited by the bye-laws; that he never knew masonrf to be used as a 
poUtical engine or for the purpose of obstructing justice; and ner er 
knew any judge, juror, witness or officer act upon any such principle. 

The committee have pointed out the evil that exists, and have 
traced it, as they believe, to hs true source. It would now be their 
province and duty, if in their power, to point out the remedy. They 
can point it out, indeed, whhout difficulty. But it is a remedy which 
can only be effectually applied by the freemasons themselves. They 
stand accpitted, it is true, of all the charges which designing men 
have bi-ought against them. But they are left in a situation highly 
responsible. One which pots it in their power, and gives them an 
opportunity — seldom enjoyed by any single class of citizens — to ren- 
def a signal service to the whole community. 

They cannot misunderstand what we mean: , nor do we think 'S9 
poorly of them as to believe it to be necessary that we should make 
use 01 any caution or preparation, much less disguise, in approaching . 
the object which we have to recommend to their attention. Their 
own self respect and consciousness of mtegrity ought to coovincfr 
them, even if the fact had not been clearly proved, and indeed almoK 
confessed, that those who had propagated these charges ag2(inst theSr 
hare not themselves, and never have had, any confidence or belief in 
them; and have resorted to them merely as the means (which hki 
been elsewhere successful) of producing a popular excitement whick 
they might render subservient to political purposes. 

It is for masons to decide whether they will allow themselves to 
be made use offer such purposes. If there is any principle of hon- 
or — any sound principle, whatever, by which masons are bound not 
to discontinue the masonic institution, then, of course, there can be 
nothing said upon the subject. Biat we cannot conceive of any sueb 
principle. Are there, then, any peculiar advantages or benefits — any 
personal objects, too important to masons individually, to be sacri- 
ficed to the wishes and welfare of the community.^ This, also, is a 
question for masons themselves to determiiie. There can be no pe- 
cuniary, or property interest in the way. The funds of those lodget 
which have funds, can be divided or placed in trust for the benefit of 
those for whose benefit they were intended. 

The masonic institution is a charitable and social institution; and, 
in both re.s|>ccts it is praiseworthy. But may not masons continue 
to be charitable, and toenjoy the pleasures and benefits of social in- 
tercourse, without adhering to the forms and ceremonies of an insti- 
tutiou that excites jealousies and suspicion, and causes strife, enry, 
haired aiul all uncharitablenei'S. 

Formerly, when th;; intercourse among the people of different mi- 
(ions was mudi more llii/te'^! and unfrequent than it now is, individual 
majons, who might fall among strangerri and be in distress, might de- 
rive coD-iQ beii(^fit from masonry. But, in the present state of tho 
world, its usefulness in {his respect is superseded. Now, there is 
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scarcely a spot on the face of the globe which an American is likely 
to vist^ where he will not, probably, find some of his countrymen, ii' 
Bofsome of bis acquaintances. 

■ If, then, there are no useful or desirable objects which will be 
lost by relinquishing the institution, what good reason can there be 
for continuing it? We are not able to conceive of any. Nay, we 
lit persuaded that candid and liberal minded masons view the sub- 
jl9Ct in the same light, and will readily consent that the institutioa 
sbftll now be discontinued, unless ihey allow themslves (as we are ail 
la liable to do,) to be misled by their own feelings. 

.We have heard some masons say that they would very willingly, 
wder present circumstances, give up masonry; but that they do not 
choose to be driven into the measure by their enemies. There could 
not possibly be a greater mistake than this. It is far from the wish- 
es of their enemies to drive them to give up masonry: it is the con- 
tnury way they wish to drive them. . When the masons, during the 
kite es^aniinations, came forward with a readiness and frankness which 
did them credit, and made a full disclosure of all their masonic obli- 
gation, there were some among their enemies who were evidently, 
not only disappointed, but discomfited. It has long been confidently 
asserted and believed, that they would refuse to disclose their obli- 
gations. And it was hoped that they would so refuse; because they 
would thereby give countenance to the accusations of having sub- 
jected themselves to obligations in the highest degree criminal. Can 
it be possible that discerning masons can fail to perceive, that the 
thing which of all others theur enemies most dread, is the discontin- 
ttancc of the masonic institutions, upon the continuance of which their 
hopes of political success are wholly built. We can add nothing to what 
we have already said upon this subject. We do hope that the masons 
will not fall into the snare that is laid for them; will not allow them- 
idves to be so operated upon and speculated upon, as to be with* 
held and prevented from complying with the wishes of the great body 
of their fellow citizens, and of all their best friends and well wishers^ 
aifd by so acting, to gratify the wishes and promote the designs of 
their worst enemies, as would n^st assuredly be .the case. 

Surely the masons can entertain no resentments towards the rest 
•f their fellow-citizens. They have no.iust cause for complaint even 
against those political antimasons, who, believing that political means 
^ measures as necessary to effect the dissolution of the masonic 
Vttociations, are using all their exertions to effect that object by 
those means. However strong may be their sense of injury, and 
their feelings of resentment, masons ought, at least, so far to com- 
Dttnd those feelings as to keep it in their power to judge of others 
Wh some degree of candor. And if they do this, they cannot fail 
to see and acknowledge that it is by no means without cause, that 
their fellow-citizens now manifest towards the masonic institution so 
strong and decided a hostility, as they do. Let them recollect the 
liberality and confidence which has been heretofore shown to them. 
The community witnessed the pomps and parades, and heard the 
^h sounding titles of masonry, and were not moved to suspiciot^ 
'^hety mauifesied no wish to inquire into the mysteries of the institu- 
tion, mid tooJ^ no notice of the accounts given by Barruel and Robin- 
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ion of the horrible conspiracies of the German and French secret fn- 
ternities, which claimed, at least, an alliance ^ith the masonic frater* 
nities in those countries. All this confidence heretofore reposed u 
masons, shows vqry clearly that the community do not now indulge 
in jealousies and suspicions of the masonic Institutions without good 
cause. 

But the fact that there is ample ground for those jealousies nri 
suspicions is but too manifest without the aid of argument. The trant- 
actions in the western parts of New-York, were surely quite suffic- 
ient to ext^ite universal alarm and suspicion as well as abhorrence ui 
indignation. True, Upright and humane men who abhor those treni- 
actions as much as any of their fellow citizens can do, ought not to. ^ 
be held responsible for them because they happen to be masoni. i 
Very true; but is not masonry answerable for them? 

Those crimes were committed by masons; avowedly in the canit ; 
of masonry; and, as the perpetrators believed, in accordance withthi | 
principles of masonry. True; The genuine prmciples of masonij 
give no countenance to such crimes. They inculcate the perfora- 
ance of every duty — religious, moral, civil and social. We liiliete 
it : but those misguided and guilty men understood those principln ; 
differently, and believed themselves justified, nay bound, by themto j 
do what they did. Ought good men and good citizens, without iif 
real necessity or strong inducement, to countenance and continue h ' 
establishment which can possibly be so misconstrued and abused? 
What has taken place may take place agam. There is no improhi* 
bility in the supposition that the same tragic scenes may be reacted. 
Should they be so; will those who may be the means of perpetuating 
an institution which can be so perverted: — will they feel perfectlj 
satisfied with themselves? 

It has been observed that even the institutions of religion have beei 
corrupted and perverted to criminal purposes. The fact — ^to tlM 
disgrace as well as the misfortune of mankind — is too true; but k 
Curnishes no argument in favor of the. masonic institutions. Wlttt 
would men be without religion; — forlorn and wretched, as well as de- 

E raved. It will not be said that they would be any the worse or lett 
appy if masonry was abolished, 
cefore the masons themselves disclosed the obligations which thaf 
take, they had no right to complain that those obligations were BHi 
represented by seceding masons who had taken them. The public 
bad no other evidence before them, And now, when the oaths wUcb 
they really do take are disclosed, let us ask the masons if there U* 
not many things about them highly objectionable. It is wrons, we 
think, that they should take oaths at all. If it is not illegal to doiOv 
it is certainly improper; as it sets a bad example, and tends to lessee 
the solemnity which ought ever to be felt when an oath is taken. 

The old forms of the oaths which are still adhered to areextreo*' 
ly improper. It is true that the construction which the masons pv^ 
upon them in this state renders them harmless, but that is by no meiv^ 
toe natural construction of the language itself. The oaths taken by 
themselves, without being corrected and controlled by tbeaddressfl* 
and charges are, according to the terms of them, clearly crimii*'' 
And can it be proper to take obligations the different parts of wbid^ 
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re in direct collision with and contradiction to each other, nnd y«it 
16 whole to be sworn to. 

But it is an insurmountable objection to those oaths, that tliey are 
able to a construction which renders them in the highest degree 
riminal and dangerous; and that such a construction has actually 
een put upon them by masons, and has been productive of the most 
readful consequences. 

The transactions in the western part of New-York have led sober 
iinded men into a train of reflections which ought not to be treated 
ightly by masons. There must have been great numbers of persons 
rom different quarters concerned in those transactions. The fact 
.peaks for itself. They would not have been undertaken, and could 
lot have been carried through, without [he present aid and agency 
)[ many, and the countenance end approbation of more. And ibat 
luch was the fact has been fully proved. It is but a fair inference 
that what was going on was not unknown to the masonic bodies gen- 
erally, in that part of the state at least. What reason, indeed, is 
there for supposing that the actors and plotters in it would wibh to 
conceal it from their brethren? During the examinations here it was 
stated by masons that it was the practice of masonic bodies in one 
state to communicate to those of other states all cases of the expul- 
sion of members. It was also stated, that no communication had 
keen made to our lodges or chapters by any masonic body in New- 
York of any expulsion on account of the Morgan affair, or of any ex- 
imination having been made into that transaction. It cannot be 
doubted that the lodges and chapters in that part of the State hadSt 
fnlly in their power to have detected and brought to justice many of 
the criminals concerned in the abduction of Morgan, if not those con- 
cerned in his murder. And yet we do not find that they have even 
expelled a single member, or made any manner of enquiry about 
them. Can it be denied that by such conduct those lodges and chap- 
ters have implicated themselves in the guilt of those transactions, and 
inde themselves responsible for it. And not they alone are impli- 
etted. The higher masonic authorities to whom they are subordinate 
aod accountable, are equally implicated and responsible. 

It was testified by Mr. M. Richardson that he was present in the- 
general grand royal arch chapter in New-York when the news of the- 
•bduction of More:an was brought and communicated in that body, 
to the late Gov. Clinton, who presided; and that he the next diay ad- 
vertised a reward of fifteen hundred dollars for the apprehension of 
the culprits, which, Mr. R. said, was thought sufiScient, But was it 
nflkient^ Gov. Clinton acted as chief magistrate of the State, not 
M bead of the masonic chapter. The criminals were masons, and 
■ismbers of masonic bodies subordinate to the body then in session. 
The crime had been committed in the name of masonry; and, as the 
perpetrators contended, under masonic authority. Yet it does not 
Appear that any notice whatever was taken of it by that body. 

If masonry is pure in its original principles; if in this state it has 
Wq, so far, preserved in its purity, is not now the time to discontin- 
^ it, before it shall have become corrupted, as it has been elsewhere? 
it was acknowledged by the late Gov. Clinton, the head of mason- 
ry in the United States, that the masonic institutions had been per- 
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verted lo political uses. If this was the case before the exisle 
the opposing political antimasonic parties, will not those instil 
inevitably become organised political bodies throughout the co 
In this state it has as yet never been so perverted; but can it 
bly escape the general contagion? 

The incessant exertions of speculative antimasons to prod 
makes such an event but too probable. Are masons here pn 
for such a change in their institution, or to take upon themseh 
responsibility which it will impose; or expose themselves to tl 
sequences that would ensue to all of them, if a part only were 
of this. or any other misconduct. We would not impute to m 
or make them responsible for the contentions and mischief t4ia 
casioned by designing men, for political or sinister purposes 
they certainly owe it to themselves to inquire if it would be c 
ent with the elevated character they sustain, for them to ref 
put a stop to the evils referred to, since they alone can do it, 
linquishing the institution which has caused them. 

It is supposed by some that a discontinuance of the masonic 
futions would not have the efiect expected from such a meai 
that the cry would still be kept up. This would no doubt b( 
with those .who wish to prevent their discontinuance — but 
would have an effect immediately, and in a short time complel 
cess. A great proportion of antimasons arc honest and wo 
satisfied. 

There is another important consideration and one that en 
the propriety of the course we recommend, — that masons 
State have not in any instance been misled by the improper infi 
which ihe terras of their objigatioos suggest to the mind; but 
^cted from a construction of them consistent with the origuial ] 
pies of masonry, and with all their duties as citizens. This fa 
prevent their adversaries, if they are so disposed, from allegic 
the surrender of masonry by masons, implies any confession by 
'that it is DOW (or ever has been here) understood or practised 
in a way which is detrimental to society — by its surrender they 
no more, than is every day admitted by masons individually, t 
has ceased to be useful. Under such circumstances, we shoi 
injustice to the masons, to their intelligence, their regard for the 
oi society and ev-en to their patriotism, to doubt their willingn 
discontinue an institution, which is liable to be, as it already ha 
perverted to the worst purposes, and is a source of alarm to 
of our best citizens. 

It is not possible for masons to feel indifferent to the cons 
tioDs which we have here suggested: they fill too large a spi 
community — are too deeply interested in its .welfare, and fe 
much respect for the opinions and wishes of their fellow-citize 
allow them to hesitate. 

This committee cannot but come to the conclusion that the n 
owe it to the community, to themselves, and to sound prim 
now to discontinue live masonic institutions. 

B. HAZARD, 
JAMES F. SIMMONS, 
LEVI HAILE, 
STEPHEN B. CURN»^-LJ..; 
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CofUainiTig the Official Documents ofj and the Testimany ttiken by the 

Committee, 
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To the candidate. — *^ Before we ean proceed to gire jou the secrets of free- 
nasoory it will be necessary for you to take an oath or obligation, such as all 
masons bare taken before you, whereby you will bind yetir self to keep inviola* 
Ue all the secrets that may be communicated to you. This obligation is not 
intended to interfere with your religious or political opinions." And some* 
times the form is changed, and put in this manner: ^^ this obligation is not ia- 
tended to interfere with your duty to yourself, your neighbor, your country, or 
your God." "Have you any objection to taking such an obligation ?" To 
the candidate, who has no objection, the following obligations are administered: 

Obligation of Entered Apprentice. — " I — — , of my owp 

fteie will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right wor* 
ibipfol lodge, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and here* 
on (that is, on the Holy Bible, Square and Compass,) solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and 
tierer reveal^ any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of free- 
ttasonry, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a 
true and latwful mason, or within the body of a just and regular lodge of such; 
tod not unto him or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the 
lawful information of a brother, I shall have found him or them as justly and 
lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not write, print^ 
^t, carve, paint, stain, or engrave them, or cause the same to be done by oth** 
t^i apon any thing movable or immovable, whereby the least letter, 6gore or 
^waeter may become legible or intelligible, so that the secrets of the craft 
9Uy at any time be unlawfully obtained. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) wRh a fixed and steady purpose of 
duid in rae to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, 
W Iferet evasion of mind in me whatever — bidding myself under no less pen- 
alty than that of having my throat cut across from ear to ear, my tongue 
wii out by its roots, and that buried in the rough sand of the sea, at low wa* 
to mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours. So help 
^ God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my Enteted Ap-* 
Pretice's oath or obligation." 

The explanation given by masons of this pjnalty is, " that I would rather 
Veer sooner have, my throat cut, &c. than to reveal," &c. And there is 
*o article in the by-laws of the lodge in Providence, which provides " that if 
*oy member shall disclose any of the transactions of the body, to the disad* 
^tage of the craft," ^c. " he shall be admonished," or " expelled." • (See 
l*h article of the by-laws of St. John's Lodge, and the 14th of Mount Vcr- 
•••Lodge.) 

Fkllow Cr.4ft's Obligation. — I, , of my own free will and 

^^^if and i%the presence of Almighty God, and this right worshipful lodge 



of FtUow Crafts, erected to God and dedicatedjto St. John, do herebj^ and 
hereon, in addition to myioriner obligation, solemnly and sincerely proroiM 
and swear (or afl5rm) that I will alwayshail, forever conceal, and never re- 
veal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining to the degree ol 
Fellow Craft, to any person under, the canopy of heaven, unless it shall be to 
a true and lawful fellow craft, or within the body of a just and regular lodge oi 
such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by 
the lawful information of a fellow craft, I shall have found him or them to ht 
as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or aflSrm) that I will aid and. assist all 
worthy distressed fellow crafts, so far as I can do it without injury to myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawW 
signs or tokens, which may be given or sent unto me from a true and lawful 
fellow craft, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of such, if within iU 
first angle or square of my work. 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed Tesolution t( 
perform the same — binding myself under no less penalty than that of haviof 
my left breast torn open, my heart taken from thence and given as a prey i 
the beasts of the fi^ld and fowls of the air. So help me God, and kcepw 
pteadfast in the performance of this my fellow crafts' oath or obligation.". 

The words, " if within the first angle or square of my work," are under 
stood to have an allusion to operative masonry, and to mean a straight lilt 
from one corner of a building to another. 

Master Mason's Obligation. — " I, , of my own free wil 

^nd accord, «and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right worshijA 
lodge of4naster masons, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, dobei^ 
and hereon^ in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincereh 
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, as 
never reveal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining toth 
degree of master mason, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except i 
shall be to a true and lawful master mason, or within the body of a just to 
regular lodge of such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, strif 
examination, or by the lawful information of a* master mason, I shall hti 
found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I tJ 
mysolf. 

Ist. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lin 
ful signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me from a true ai 
lawful master mason, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of suck, : 
ivritbin the length of my cable tow. 

Sd. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed master masons, tkei 
widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or family. 

Sd. That I will keep k brother's secrets as my own, when committed! 
me in charge as such, murder and treason excepted. 

4th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the lodge of wbick 
may become a member, the constitution of the grand lodge under which tk 
same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry. 

5lh. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not be atth 
making of a woman a mason, a young man under age, an old man in dottp 
an atheist, mad man, or a fool, knowing them to be such. 

6th. That I will not wrong a brother, or deprive him of his good name, • 
Buffer it to be done by others, if in my power to prevent it; but will appr* 
him of all approaching danger, so far as it shall come to my knowledge. 

7th. That 1 will not violate the chastity of a brother's wife, daughter, fk 
ler or mother, knowing them to be such. 

8th. That I will not give the master mason'p word except on the fivepoW 

« I 



3 

of fellowship, and not then abore ray breathy unless absolute necessity iball 
require it: 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution to 
perform the same — binding myself under no less penalty than that of having 
my body severed in two, my bowels taken out and burnt to ashes, and those 
uhes scattered m the four winds of heaven — my body quartered, and dispers* 
sd towards the four cardinal points of the universe, so that there should bo no 
Qoiore remembrance had of me among men or masons forever. 

So help me God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my mas- 
ter mason's oath or obligation." 

Succeeding each obligation a charge is given, which may be found in Webb'a 
Monitor, and which explains the duty of a mason under the obligation. The 
Monitor is used as a book of reference by masons, and is always depended 
00 (or correct information respecting the seven first degrees . 

B 

Mark Master's Obligation. — I — — , of my own free will and 

Hccord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of mark master ^ 
nason^, erected to him, and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, in 
mddition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise and swear 
(or affirm) that, I will always hail, forever conceal, and never reveal any of the 
■ecret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertaining to the 
degree of a mark master, to any person under the canopy of Heaven J except 
it shall be to a true and lawful mark master mason, or within the body of a 
PQ^larly constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them, until after due 
Inal strict examination, or by the lawful information of a mark master, I shall 
bave found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
am myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawful 
■%ns and summons which may be given or sent unto me from a true and law- 
W mark master mason, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such, if within 
tbe length of my cable tow. 

2d. That J will aid and assist all worthy distressed mark master masons, 
tteir widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or 
Amily. 

3d. That I will not pledge my mark a second time without redeeming it 
tiie first, neither will I receive a brother's mark in pledge without granting 
Kb his request if in my power, if not I will return him^is mark with the value 
thereof, which is one quarter of a dollar. 

' 4th. That I will not alter my mark nor suffer it to be done by others, if in 
fflj power to prevent it, after it has been once recorded on the lodge book 
wpt for that purpose. 

5th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the mark lodge, of 
*l»ich I may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state 
pKnd chapters under which th^ same is holden, and the general regulations 
^i masonry. , 

^All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of 
>imd to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, op 
'•cret evasion of mind in me whatever — binding myself under no less penalty, 
ttan that of having my right ear smote off, so as not to be able to hear the 
*^d,my right band struck oif, so as not to be able to give. the sign, so help 
»a«God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my mark master's obligation. 

Past Master's Obligation.— I , of my own free will and ac- 

^d,and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of past Master 
*H^o»$, erected to Him, and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, >« 



addition to my former obligations, solemnij and tincerelj proraiie and twti 
(or aflBrro) that I will always bail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any 
' tba secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertaiaii 
t» tbe degree of a past master, to any person under the canopy of Heave 
except it shall be to a true and lawful past master, or nrithin the body of 
regularly constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them until after d 
trial, strict examination or by the lawful inforraalion of a past master I sba 
bave found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to tbe same i 
I Jim myself. 

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law! 
ligns and summonses which may be given or sent unto me from a true and Iti 
M brother of this degree, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such^ 
within the length of my cable tow^ 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed past masters, their w 
dows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself of family. 

3d. That I will not. rule nor govern the lodge over which I may be a| 
pointed to preside, in an arbitrary or illegal manner, but agreeably to the b] 
laws adopted by a majority of tbe members for the government of the same. 

4th. That I will abid^ by and support the by-laws of the lodge of whtcli 
may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand ckl 
ters under which the same is holden, and the general regulations of masonrj 

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed purpose ( 
mind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservatioai 
secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penall 
than that of having my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth so as not to I 
able to give the word, so help me God and keep me steadfast to perform tii 
my past master mason's oath or obligations. 

Most Excellent Master's Obligation — I ^* of my oi 

free will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge ' 

st excellent masters, erected to Him, and dedicated to St. John, do herel 
and hereon, in addition to my forlner obligations, solemnly and sincerely proa 
ise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and oev( 
reveal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonr] 
appertaining to the degree of a most excellent master, to any person UDd< 
the canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful roost excellei 
master, or within the body of a regularly constitued lodge of such, and not ii 
to him fr them, until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful ii 
formation of a most excellent master, I shall have found him or them to be i 
justly, and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. 

*I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawC 
signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me, from a true and lit) 
fuf most excellent master, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such, 
within the length of my cable tow. ^ 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed most excellent masteri 
their widows and CMrphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself i 
iamily. 

Sd. That I will not derogate from the name now about to be conferred opo 
me, being that of a most excellent master. 

4th. That I will not open and close a lodge, over which I may be a'ppoioti 
to preside, without first working a lecture, or a section of a lecture . 

5th. That I will abide by and support the by-law»' of the most ext eDai 
masters lodge of which I may become a member, the constitution of the gesi 
ral, and state grand chapters, under which the same is holden, and tbe gsl 
tral regulations of masonry. 

Ail this I promise and airtar (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose < 



mind to perforn the iame, without any equirocation, mental resenratioiiy or 
•ecret eTasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penattj, 
than that of having' my flesh torn from my ribs^ and my body exposed to roll - 
•0 a dunghill, so help me God, and keep me steadfast to perforin this mj 
most excellent master's obligation. 

RoTAL Arch Mason's Obligation.—- I ■ ■ ■■ , of my own free will 

and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this chapter of royal 

arch masons, erected to Him, and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby and 

hereon, in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise 

and swear, (T>r affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and never re* 

veal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry, 

appertaining to the degree of royal arch masonry, to any person under the. 

MDopy of heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful royal arch mason, or 

within the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such; and not unto him 

or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful in^|cmatio» 

of a companion, 1 shall have found him or them to be as justly and awfully 

entitled to the same as I am myself. 

1st. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law»» 
M signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me from a true^and 
lawful companion, or from the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such, 
if within the length of my. cable tow. 

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed royal arch masons, 
their widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or 
iamily. 

■. 3d. That I will not be present at the opening of a chapter of royal arcb 
Basons, unless there shall be present nine regular royal arch masons 

4th. That I will not be present at conferring the degree of royal areh ma<» 
lonry upon any one who has not, according to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, regularly received all the preceding degrees, viz: entered apprentice, 
fellow craft, master mason, mark master, past master, and most excellent 
master — and not then unless he is deemed a worthy man. 

6th, That I will not shed the blood of a royal arch mason unlawfully, know-- 
iflg him to be such. 

6th. That I will not reveal the key to the mysterious characters of royal 
trch masonry to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true 
and lawful royal arch mason, or witbia the body of a regularly constituted 
chapter of such. 

7tb. That I will not give the grand royal arch word in any other manner,, 
eicept that in which I may receive it. 

ftth. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the chapter of which I 
Bay become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand chap- 
ters, under which the same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry . 
All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of 
niod to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, or 
secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penalty 
than that of having my scull smote off and my brains exposed to the scorching 
tajs of the sun. So help me God, and keep me steadfast in performing this 
Biy royal arch mason's oath or obligation. 

C 

Obligation of the deoree of Knights of the Red Cross. — I ■ 



**"— , of my own free will and accord, and in the presence of the Supremt 
Architect of the universe and these companions, do hereby lind hereon, most 
l9leaAlj aad sincerely promise and swear — that I will always hail, forever 
^Maal aofl naver reveal aoj of the mysteaas appertaining to tht dtcgr«a of 
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Knights of the Red Cross, to any person under the canopj of hearen, except 
it be to a true and lawful Knight of the Red Cross, or in the body of a just 
and lawful council of the order. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will answer and obey all lawful 
lygns and summonses given or sent to me from a regular council of Knights of 
the Red Cross, or given me by the hand of a brother Sir Knight, if within 
the distance of forty miles, natural infirmities and unavoidable accidents onlji 
excusing me. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that, I will not be at the opening of a 
council of Knights of the red cross, except there shall be present five regular 
members of the order, or three knights of the red cross, being also knights 
templars and hailing from three different commanderies, with a warrant or 
charter empowering them to work. I furthermore promise and swear, that I 
will not be present at the conferring of the degree of knights of the red crosi, 
upon ar|L person who has not according to the best of my knowledge, receiv- 
ed all tK preceding degrees viz: entered apprentice, fellow crafts, mark mas- 
ter, &c. 

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will vindicate ,the character of a 
worthy sir knight, when wrongfully traduced and will assist him on all lawful 
occasions with my purse, counsel and sword, so far as truth, justice and hon- 
our may warrant. I furthermore promise and swear that I will abide by and 
support the by-laws of the council of which I may become a member, the con- 
stitution of the general grand and state encampments and the general regula- 
tions of knighthood. All this I promise and swear, with a fixed and stead/ 
|iurpose of mind to perform the same, binding myself under no less penalty 
than that my house may be pulled dgwn and timber taken from thence, and 
being set up, I may be hanged thereon. And until the last trump shall sound 
I may be excluded from the society of all courteous sir knights of the red 
cross, should I wilfully or intentionally violate ^this obligation. So help ms 
God and keep me steadfast to perform the same. 

KNiGHff's Templars Obligation. — I , of my own free will and 

accord and in the presence of the Supreme Architect of the universe and 
these sir knights present, do hereby and hereon, most solemnly and sincerely 
promise and swear, that I will forever keep and conceal and never re- 
veal any of the mysteries appertaining to the orders of Knights Tem- 
plars and Knights of Malta of the order of St. John at Jerusalem, to any 
person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true and lawful sir 
knight of these orders, or in the body of a just and regular constituted en- 
campment. I furthermore promise and swear that I will answer and obey 
all lawful signs or summonses, given or sent ui^to me from a true courteous sir 
kiiffht, or from the body of a just and regular constituted encampment. 

f furthermdre promise and swear that I will aid and assist all worthy 
knights templars, their widows and orphans, so far as the same can be done 
without injury to myself or family. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be at the opening of any 
regular constituted encampment unless there shall be present seven regular 
members of the order, nor will be at the opening of any new encampment un- 
less there shall be present seven regular knights templars or three sir knights 
hailing from three different commanderies, with a warrant or charter, from 
some regular grand encampment empowering them to work. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be present at conferring 
the order of knights templars upon any person who has not, according to the 
best of my knowledge and belief received all the preceding degrees. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will travel forty miles barefoot on 
ftoztn ground to relieve the necessities of a worthy knight templar, should ^ 



e conviHced his situation required it and I have no other way of coDimunicat- 
ig to his relief. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will wield my sword in defence of 
inocent maidens, destitute widows, helpless orphans and the christianjeligion. 

I furthermore promise and swear that I will ahide hy and support the hy- 
iwsof the encampment of which I may hecome a member, the constitution of 
16 general and state grand encampments under which the same is holden 
nd the general regulations of knighthood. 

All this I promise and swear with a fixed and steady purpose of mind to 
erform the same, binding myself under no less penalty than that my head 
lay be stricken off and placed on the highest spire in Christendom. So help 
)e God and keep me steadfast to perform this obligation. 

Select Master's Obligation.. — I , in the presence of this 

ouncil of Select Masters, erected to God and dedicated to King Solomon, 
solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, — 

1. That I will stand to and abide by all the laws, rules and regulations of 
16 council of select masters of which I may become a member, and ever main- 
lin the general regulations of the order. 

2. I further promise and swear that I will answer all due signs and sum- 
looses given or sent unto roe from a true and lawful select master or from 
16 body of a just and regular council of such. 

3. That I will not assent to nor confer the degree of select master upon 
ny one except he is a royal arcli mason and has taken all the preceding de- 
rees, and has also been admitted a royal master in a regular council. 

4. That I will not enter the 9th arch without permission of the three grand 
lasters; — neither will I penetrate beyond the one in which I am employed. 

All this I promise and swear, withou? any equivocation, ^mental reserva- 
on, or secret evasion of mind in me whatever. Binding myself under no less 
BBalty than that of having my eyes torn from their sockets, my hands chop- 
ed off to the stumps, my body quartered and thrown among the rubbish of the 
!inple. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform this my select 
master's obligation. 

Royal Master's Obligation. — I , of my own free will and 

ccord, and in the presence of Almighty God and this right worshipful council 
f Royal Masters, erected to God and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby 
fld hereon most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, — 

1. That I will keep and conceal all the mysteries appertaining to the de- 
ree of royal master and will not reveal the same, except it be to a true aud 
iwful companion of that order^ or in a just and regular constituted council of 
acb. 

2.1 further promise and swear, that I will not be at the opening of a coun- 
il of royal masters unless there be seven members of that degree present. 

3. That I will not be present at conferring the degree of royal master upon 
^j one who has not, according to the best of my knowledge and belief regu- 
rly received the preceding degrees of entered apprentice, fellow craft, mas- 
r mason, mark master, past master and most excellent master^ and been 
malted to the sublime degree of royal arch masonry. 

4. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the council of which I 
ay become a member and the general regulations of the order. 

6. That I will not give the words, grips and signs of this degree in any 
her manner than that in which I may receive them. 

All this I promise and swear, with a firm aud fixed resolution t^ perform the 
ine; — binding myself under the penalties of my preceding obligations, with 
is addition — -that I would sooner be buried alive, and my memory forgotten 
Oong the craft. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform the same. 



D 
STANDING INTERROGATORIES BY THE COMMITTEE. 

ist. Are jou or bare you been a freemasoo; if so, how maoj demea ii 
masonry bave you taken^ by what lodge or chapter were you admitted, and ti i 
what time ? 

2d. Before or at the time of your taking each of those degrees, was an oatk 
or obligation administered to you ? 

Sd. Upon each occasion before administering such obligation to you, did 
the master or other mason administering the same, say to you, that nothing 
therein contained was to be considered in any manner as interfering with yoar 
religious or political opinions, or with the duty you owed to your Maker or your 
country ? 

4th. Can yon repeat the several obligations administered to you; if so, 
what was the first or entered apprentices' oath ? Please to repeat said oatfai 
in their order. Please to attend while the forms of the ^veral oaths for the 
'degrees you took are read to you from this book, (Allyn^s Ritual, Boston edi- 
tion, 1831) and point out any variations you shall find in thefin from the sev- 
eral oaths you took. Please explain the meaning of these several oaths ai 
Tou understand them, and as they are understood in your lodge. Did you ever 
know a lodge or chapter refuse to administer the affirmation instead of the 
oath, when the candidate preferred taking the former? Did you ever know thi 
affirmation administered? / 

5th. At your initiation into each degree was a charge given to you by tke 
presiding officer, and were those charges the same as those contained is 
Webb's Monitor? What are the variations, if any? Did you consider those 
'Charges binding? 

6th. Before the several oaths wete delivered to you, had you endeavored 
io ascertain as far as possible what you probably would be required to swear to? 
' 7th. When taking the oaths did you strictly and seriously attend to then, 
and use your best endeavors to comprehend their true meaning, and what were 
^be obligations you were about to (ake upon yourself? 

8th. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or were yoo tbes 
•tatisfied that you did? had you any doubts? did /you make any enquiry as to 
the meaning of them before or at the time of swearing, or immediately after? 

9th. Did you reflect, after yon had taken each oath, upon the nature, ei* 
tent and force of it? And upon reflection were you satisfied, or if not satisfied, 
<lid you complain or express your scruples to the lodge ? | 

10th., When you took the several oaths, was it your understanding that yot ' 
thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction or authority to the lodge to exe- 
eute upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally; that is, to take 
jpnr life in the manner expressed in said oaths respectively: and did you coo- 
aider that ypurself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the same power 
mnd jurisdiction ever others^. ** 

1 1th. What do you consider the secrets and mysteries of masonry to b«^ 
Do you know of any pthers than those disclosed in Bernard's Light on M*' 
•onry or Allyn's RituaP 

l!2th. Are the constitution and by-laws of lodges printed and published^ 
Are there any secret by-laws? Has a lodge any book of records or otb^ 
book containing any secrets? 

13th. Do you know of any other oaths or obligations than those you ha^^ 
specified. 

14th. When you took the oaths, did you consider any of them incompatible 
with your religious, moral^ social or civil obligations ? What do yoaaonaid^' 
to be the objects of masonry ? 

15th. Are jou an adhering or seceding mason, if a secedtr, when did j<^ 



lecede, in wbat manner and on what account? Are you an antimason? if to, 
are you a political antimason^ Are you one of those, who hare resolved and 
declared themselves to be a political party ? 

16th. Did you ever hear the subject of the nature and extent of the penal- 
ties of Masonic oaths discussed in any lodge? 

17th. Did you ever bear it asserted in any lodge that said lodge had .power 
to inflict upon any member, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment 
than expulsion ? Did you ever hear of any being inflicted ? 

18th. Do not the principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religious or 
political subjects in lodges? 

19fh. Did you ever know any lodge to combine, or to take any measures to 
support a mason, or other particular candidate for any office? 

^Oth. Did you ever coipsider or believe that anything in the obligations yOu 
took bound you, as a freeman, to vote for a mason for any office, in preference 
to a better man, not a mason? If you did, what part of your obligations do 
you refer to, and did you ever vote for one you least liked and thought least 
qualified, because a mason, in preference to a better man of your own political 
sentiments ? If you had a vote to give, or favor to confer upon an individual, 
should you or should you not prefer a brother mason to one not a mason, his 
clainis, qualifications and merits being in all other respects equal? 

21st. Did you believe that your masonic oaths bound you to favor a mason 
at the expense and to the injury of others of your fellow-citizens? Did you ev- 
er yourself practice upon such a construction of your masonic oaths? 

22d. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons given in any 
court, to any judge, juror or officer? Did you ever know any judge, juror or 
officer to practice upon such a construction of the oaths ? 

23d. If on any occasion your masonic obligations had come in direct con- 
flict with your religious, or yout' moral, or your social obligations — with your 
duty to your Maker or to your country, or to your fellow-citizens, which oIh 
ligation should you have considered paramount or of most binding effect, and 
which should you have obeyed, your masonic, or your religioos, moral and so-' 
cial obligations? 
34th. Wbat do you understand tob^^the objects of masonrj? 
S5th. Have you frequented or visited lodges in other states^ if so, to what 
extent; and are their masonic practices, ceremonies, signs and worics tho 
same or similar to those of the lodges in this State? 

26th. Is there a chain of connection or communication between the lodg^, 
grand lodge, or higher orders of masonry in this State and those in. others of 
the United States; and do the whole lodges, or grand lo(^:es, or higher or- 
ders in the states, form one masonic community or order/under one head or 
ehief, called the Grand High Priest of the United Statei^ of what nature ia 
that connection ? Is there a connection between the bighe^ masonic. orders Or 
powers in this country and those of any or all of the Eurpean states? If so,' 
please state what that connection is, and how kept up: Q what nature is the 
intercourse between them, and how carried on? Are all ^e masonic fraterni- 
ties in this country and Europe, or any part of Europe; subject to one com- 
mon head or power? Please to state minutely and fullf all you know of any 
such masonic connection, intercourse, subordination and/overnment. , Dp you 
tnow at wbat times and in what country or countries ^e higher degrees in 
"Oasonry, from royal arch upwards, and inclusive of rj^al arch, originated, 
^ben they were introduced into this country, and whe/into this State? If so, 
please to state particularly. 

27th. Is it the custom of lodges when a member fexpelled tiy^ire notice 
ttereof to other lodges in other states? / . 

28tb, Has your lodge, chapter or encampment er^received any communi- 
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cation from ftoj lodge in the Btate of New-York, iK>tifjiiig it of tbe ei- 
pulsioQ of any flaember on account of his having been concerned in tbe abduc- 
tion, or in the murder of Wm. Morgan ? Have you heard of any aucb eoioBUi- 
BicatioD having been made to any other lodge, chapter or encampment in this 
State or in any other State? If jo, what was the character of that communis 
cation? 

^th. When the expulsion of a member is communicated from one lodge to 
others, what is the order taken thereon. 

30th. Has any lodge, or chapter, or encampment in ^is State, to your 
knowledge, received any communication from ai\y lodge, chapter or order, of 
Masonry in New-York, upon the subject of the abduction or killing of Morgan; 
and if so, what was the purport of such communication? , 

3 1st,, Is it not according to masonic usage, that any mason not an unwor- 
thy one, shall be at all times freely received in ' every lodge as a visitioif 
"brother? dd. When any mason or masons in other states, especially if con* 
spieuous ones, are found to have been guilty of any great crimes, is it not usu- 
ml for lodges to pass some resolution to guard against the intrusion of suck 
Iguilty masons? 

32d. Has your lodge, chapter, encampment, or any other lodge or masonic 
lody, to your knowledge, passed any resolution disapproving the conduct of 
those masons who were concerned in the Morgan business, or any vote forbid- 
ding the reception of any of those guilty masons in any such lodge or masonie 
hodyi 

3Sd« Have you ever heard a mason of respectable standing in society, jos- 

iSfy or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, wbeo 

^as it, what was the occasion and manner of expression? Did it appear to be 

! deliberate opinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the 

ITof debate or by way of retort? Had there been any thing previously 

1 in accusation of masonry or masons ? 

iJb. Are the hooks of records and by-laws which you have here submitted 

te tne inspection of the committeei all the books belonging to or kept by tbe 

ledge? 

35th. Are tbe funds, or receipts, or fees of lodges or chapters, or any of 
lliem, diverted to the use of general grand chapters, general encampments or 
other masonic b%dies? 

36th. Does nit a mason upon going into or leaving a lodge, or chapter, or 
oneampment, make a sign recognizing or having reference to, and indicating 
tbe penalty of thi oath taken in his particular degree, and appropriate to tbe 
occasion, to the ledge or to the masonic body he enters or leaves? 

37th. If freemasonry is merely a charitable institution, what is the object 
of se many degree, by means of which the various classes of masons bare- 
oecretsto keep no^only from the world, but from each other? 

SSth. Hare you^yer known any contribution or advrnce of any kind to be 
made by any masaic bodies or individuals in this State or elsewhere, or any 
proposal or suggestin leading to any such advance or contribution, ttie object 
•f which was to furosh relief to any one concerned in the Morgan afiair? 

39th. Do you knw by whom the higher degrees of masonry, viz. thoo« 
mbovo the three firs degrees, were introduced into this country, and wli^* 
and how— when, bov and by whom into this State? * 

E 
INTRROGATORIES PUT BY REQUEST. 
Have j^ ever herd the expressions in the following nine extracts fir^® 
Allyn's Ritual, adminiered in any lodge or chapter? 
lat. ^' Furthermore I promise and swear, that I will not give the gra. ^^ 
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ailing si^of di§tre«s of this degree, except I am in real distress, or for the 
enefit of the craft, when at woric; and should I see that sign giren, or hear 
be words accompanying it, I will fly to the reKef of the person so giWng it» 
hould there he a greater probahility of sa? ing his life than losing my own.^'—- 

2d. ** Furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will not speak evil of a 
•rother mason, neither behind his ,back or hefote his face, but mil apprise 
\%M oj all approaching danger, ^^ — p, 72. 

5d« ^^ FuHbermore do I promise and swear, that a master mason's seenefs 
;tyen to me in charge as such, shall remain as secure and inviolabie in mj 
>reast as in his, before communicated, mur4er and treason only excepted; and 
hey left to my only election."— p. 7S. 

4th. ^^ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will go on a master ma" 
on^s errand, even barefoot and bearheaded, to save his life or relieve his ne^ 
;essities." — p. 12, 

5th, ^^ Furthermore do I promise and swe^r, that if any part of this obliga'* 
ien be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto whenever in** 
Drmed ; to all which," &c. — p, 73. 

Royal Arch Oath. — 6th. " 1 furthermore promise and swear, that I 
rill not speak the grand omniiic royal arch word, which I shall hereafter re- 
eire, w any manner, except in that in which I shall receive it, which will be 
1 the presence of three companion royal arch masons, myself making one of 
he number; and then by three times three, under a living arch, and at low 
trcath." 

7th. ^^ I furthermore promise and swear, that I will not speak etilof a 
ompanion royal arch mason behind his back nor before his face, but will ap- 
rise him of all approaching danger, if in my power." 

8th. ** I furthermore promise and swear, that I will assist a companion: 
oyal arch mason when I see him engaged in any difficulty, and will espouse 
Its cause so far as to extricate him from the same, whether he be right or 

^RONG ! t" 

9th. " I furthermore promise and swear, that I will keep att the secreU of 
a companion royal arch mason, when communicated to me as ^Uch^ or I know- 
iag them to be such, without exceptions, * (or murder and treason not except- 
ed.) Or *^ I will keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason." 

10th. "Twelve once were highly lov'd, 
But one a Judas prov^l. 

Put out his fire; 
May Simon haunt all fools, 
Wno vary from our rules. 
May the heads of all such tools 

Rest high on spires. "—Cross's Chart, p, 105 & 106. 
nth. In the obligation of the royal arch degree, as read to you from pa^ 
per marked B, is this sentence: 

7th. " That I will not give the grand royal arch word in any manner ex- 
'^^pt that in which I may receive it." 

Is the manner there referred to the same described in this obligation a» 

?»ven in Allyn's Ritual, viz. " in the presence of turee companion royal arch 

^asons, myself making one of the number, and then by three tfmes three .uii-^ 

»er a living arch, and at low breath ?" 

Past Master's Obligation. 12th. Is the penalty in this degree ever 



*I have Men this pomt in the oath jiven in three different ways; that jf, the phrass- 
Jgy of the sentence varied, but it always covers or comprehends murder aad treason ; 
betimes it is'expresBed> murder and treason not exceptsd.^-^Mlyn^ 
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f iTen tbus:— ^' Bindiog myself andef no less penaltj tliaB to bare mj toagM 
split from tip to root?" 

Knight of the Red Cross. — 13th. Is this a part of the obligatiaa:— 
^That I. will assist bim, on a lawful occasion, in preference to anj brother 
of an inferior degree, and so far as truth, honor and justice maj warrant?" 

14th. In the obligation of knight of the red crossj' is tlie expression used it 
the penalty, ^' until the last tiiimp shall sound," or '< when the last tmnp 
shall sound?" 

15th. In the knight templar^s obligation is this, expression used* '^ with a 
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the si^ne, without any hesitation, 
equiroc^tion, mental reservation or self evasion of mind in me whatever?" 

16th. Do these or similar words occur in any part of the ceremony or ini- 
tiation of a knight templar: ^' This pure wine I now take in testimony of dj 
belief in the mortality of the body and the immortality of the soul, and nay 
this libation appear as a witness against "me both here and hereafter. Asd 
as the sins of the world were laid upon the head of the Saviour, so may all 
the sins committed by the person whose skull this was, be heaped upon.ny ' 
head, in addition to my own, should I ever knowingly or wilfully violate or 
transgress any obligation that I have heretofore taken, or take at this tine, 
in relation to any degree of masonry or order of knighthood. So help mt 
God?" &c. 

DEPOSITIONS. 

I Pliny Merrick, of Worcester, in the State of Massachusetts, counsellor 
at law, do testify and say, that sometime in the course of the winter of 
1820—21, as nearly as I can recollect, I was admitted a member of tbt 
masonic lodge held in the town of Taunton, in the county of Bristol, as I qb*, 
derstood by virtue of a charter from the grand lodge of the State of Massa- 
chusetts: that until my removal from Taunton, which was in the summer of. 
1824, I occasionally attended the meetings of the lodge; and during soiM 
part of the time, frequently. I was admitted in that lodge to the degrees of 
entered apprentice, fellow craft, and master mason. In the summer of 1834, 
as nearly as I can recollect, I was admitted to the degrees of mark master, 
past master, most excellent master, and the degree of royal arch mason, ia 
Adoniram chapter in Attleborough, in the county of Bristol, in this State: 
that I took the four last mentioned degrees in one afternoon and evening, asd 
have not since to my recollection been in any chapter in the county of Bristol. 

I removed to the town of Worcester, where I now reside, in the summer 
of 1824, and afterwards attended occasionally the meetings of the fraternity 
in this place. During my absence from town on one occasion, I was elected 
to the office of high priest; which is the highest office in the chapter: On be- 
ing informed of my election to that place, which was wholly unexpected, I 
consented to accept; and Dr. Benjamin Cbapin of Worcester, who had been 
the former high priest, agreed to make me acquainted with all the forms, 
ceremonies, oaths and obligations of the several degrees of the chapter; and 
I accordingly visited him several times and learnt the same from Lim, and 
committed the same to memory. I attended several meetings of the chapter 
during the first part of the year, and discharged the duties of my office. Be- 
aides the comnunications made to roe by Dr Chapin, I have heard him re- 
Jpea't the oaths in the chapter as its presiding officer. During the last half 
year on which I was elected to office I believe 1 was not once present at any 
meeting; xand 1 have not been I believe in any meeting of the masonic fra- 
ternity since, except that I once went in for a i'ew moments for the pupose of 
seeing a gentleman who I understood was there. On one occasion after my 
adiBiisionto tbacfaapter^ I beard Mr. Gleaton, who was introduced to me as 



. I 



15 



Qm grand lecturer, employed hy the grand lodge of the State, to teach th« 
lectures of masonrj, repeat the rojal arch mason's oath. These are all the 
opportunities which I have had by attendance on lodges and chapters of as- 
eertaining what were its oaths or obligations. I was however once 'present 
ftt a meeting of the grand chapter of this State in Boston, but I do not rec- 
ollect that the oath of the degree was repeated. 
The several obligations of the three firft degrees of freemasonry were for- 




that the exact ezpressioos which I heard in lodge meetings are given; be- 
cause the words used were not precisely the same on different occasions; but 
I mean to state, that the oaths as given in the book referred to, are substan- 
tially the same with those which I often heard administered to initiates by the 
presiding officers of the lodge. I do not mean herein to specify all the varia- 
tions which, on the perusal of that book, have occurred to me; but I state 
those which seem to me in any way material. I do not recollect to have 
heard in the lodge any such part of the master mason's oath as the following, 
?iz. ** Itoill go on a mcister mason* a errand whenever required^ even should 
I have to go harehecuied^ if mlhin the length of my cable toio^^ — " ^ any part 
of this my solemn oath or obligation be ommitted at thislime^ I will hold my^ 
9ey amenable thereto whenever infonned^ With these exceptions, I«do not 
kpow of any variations between the oaths of these three degrees as I for- 
merly heard them in the lodge, and as I find them in the book before refer- 
red to, which sieem to me in any way essentially to affect the sense. 

I do not distinctly -recollect the oaths and obligations of the four degrees of 
nark master, past master, most excellent master, and royal arch mason, as 
they w^re administered to me at my initiation at the chapter in Attleborough. 
Owing to the great variety of the ceremonies through which I passed on that 
day, andtthe great number of the parts of the several oaths, it was impossi- 
ble for me to retain a distinct recollection of the whole. Besides this, when 
the royal arch oath was administered to me, I was very mifCh overcome, both 
by the previous fatigue I had undergone, and the nature and character of the 
obligatiob, and becoming faint was removed from the room before its adminis- 
tration was finished. On my recovery I returned to the room of the chapter, 
and passed through the remaining ceremonies; but I have no recollection that 
the remaining part of the oath was administered. Among the persons present 
on that occasioQ, I recollect Mr. John Baylies of Taunton. 

I believe that the oaths and obligations of the four degrees of mark mas- 
ter, past master, most excellent master, dnd royal arch mason, are given in 
the book before mentioned, substantially, as I learnt and heard them admin- 
istered as before mentioned. The words used are not in every particular 
precisely the same in that book as I recollect to have heard Ihem in the chap- 
ter; but I do not know of any variation which materially affected the sense 
i^any other particular than those which I shall mention hereafter. 

I distinctly recollect that tbe following expression was made use of in the 
*bapter, as a part of the royal arch oath; viz: ^^I will esijwtise the cause of a 
^al arch companion tohen i» any difficulty ^ so far as to extricate him from 
^€ aamcy if in my power ^ whether right or wrong^ I never heard any ex- 
plairation of that clause in the chapter. On one occasion, when that part of 
tbe oath was repeated to a person then passing through the ceremonies of init- 
jUioQ, he hesitated and asked if it could be so; a reverend companion stand- 
ing by replied, that it was, and advised him to go on, and it would be ex- 
plained to him. He did go on, but I heard no explanation given. 
I do not recollect to have ever heard the following wora^, or any similar 
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thereto, introduced in any of the obligations or anj of the degrees of fireenif 
sonrf as they were administered, t'iz: ^^I toill promote a companion royaiarA 
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given me in eharge as such, and 1 knowing them to he sucJk^ nhall reffUMi m 
secure and inviokible in my breast as in his own,^^ To these words I belieit 
are also added ^\Murder and treason not excepted,'*'* With respect to then 
last words, I roust say, that at this time, my recollection is not so perfeei, ts 
to enable me to speak with absolute certainty. Formerly, after 1 htd kft 
Tisiting the chapter, I had no doubt on this point. .But in eonrersKtioBi 
which I have not unfrequently since had with adhering members of Ike BH^ 
sonic institution, their frank admission of the accuracy of the disclosures of the 
masonic obligations, as contained in the book I haTe referred to on otbor 
points, and their earnest and apparently sincere denial of its acctnracy on tin f 
point, has led me to -doubt whether my recollection was perfect. I haTe tax- 
ed my memory to the utmost of my power, and I can now only say, that whBe 
I do not feel certain, I yet believe that the words ^^murder and freatoii nd 
excepted*^ were used; but this belief is founded on a variety of consideratioBi 
distinct from a precise recollection of the fact. All those members of the 
masonic fraternity who denied the use of the words last quoted, in the eosrer- 
sations to which 1 have alluded, stated that the following words were used ■ 
their stead, viz: ^''murder and treason only excepted^ and those left (osij 
election.^* 

The check degree, as it is sometimes called, and I believe usually, I oerer 
heard repeated and Explained but once, by any member of the masonic firater- 
nity. Being in Boston, I accidentally met one John Uomans, now residtst 
in that city, near the old court house. He asked me to walk into the ofies 
of Mr. Powers, the then grand secretary of the grand lodge of Massaebi- 
setts. After some conversation, Mr. Powers proposed to coramanicate asl 
explain this degree or ceremony to us, and accordingly did so. The explant- 
tion was the same which is given in the eighty-sixth page of Mr. Bernard^ 
''Light on masonry." I have since it was communicated to me, hesird it 
spoken of by members of the institution as a mdtter added to its ceremonief, 
but I have never since heard it repeated. 

And further this deponent saith not. Plint Mbrrick. 

Worcester, ss. On the fifth day of December in the year of our Lord oia 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-one, the aforesaid deponent was exarainedi 
and cautioned, and sworn, agreeably to law, to the deposition aforesaid, bf 
him subscribed, taken at the request of William Sprague, junior, and to bi 
used before a committee of legislature of the State of Rhode Island, the resi* 
dence of the deponent in the State of Massachusetts, is the cause of takisg 
this deposition. Isaac Davis, Justice of the Peace. 

Moses Thachcr sworn. I reside in Wrentbam, Massachusetts. I am a 
clergyman by profession. I have been a freemason. I have taken setcs 
degrees, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason, mark roaster, 
past master, most excellent master, and royal arch. 

I took the three first degrees in St. John's Lodge No. 2 in Providence is 
1826-7. I took the four succeeding degrees in the Providence' royal arch 
chapter in Providence in the summer of 1827. 

1 took a distinct oath in each of the several degrees^ I can repeat the 
oath substantially in the first degree. I don't know that I can give the lan- 
guage verbatim. The oath so far as I can recollect is substantially this — I 
was made to kneel and clasp the sacred writings in this form^ placing the 



IS 

iuds on« under and the other over tho book. Before taking the oath the 
aster said to me, this oath will not interfere with jour politics or religion; 
ive jou any objection to taking this oath? On signifying mj assent, he 
Id me to repeat the oath after him, calling my own name. (I don't recollect 
'eciselj the expressions which he used, I have repeated them substantially.) 
[e then proceeded to administer the oath by sentences; I was entirely igno- 
mt of the oath masonically. I found afterwards that I had before seen the 
ith in a book called Morgan's Illustrations. I proceeded after the master 
ad said^-I Moses Thatcher, of my own free will and accord, in the pres- 
Bce of Almkhty God, and this worshipful lodge of free and accepted masons, 
edicated to God, and held forth to the holy order of St. John, do hereby and 
erepa, most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, 'that I will always 
aily ever conceal and never reveal any art or arts, part or parts, point or 
oints, of the secrets, arts and mysteries, of ancient freemasonry, which I 
ave heretofore received, am about to receive, or may hereafter be instructed 
ly to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true and 
iwful brother mason, (I think is the mode of expression) or in the body of a 
kwfully constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or unto them whom i shall 
«ar so to 'be, but unto him or unto them whom I shall find so to be, after 
trict trial, close examination, or lawful information; I furthermore promise and 
irear, that. I will not write, print, stain, stamp, hew, cut, carve, engrave or 
ideat it upon aoy thing moveable or immovable, under the whole canopy of 
eaven, whereby or whereon, the least letter, figure; mark, character, stain, 
badow, or resemblance of the same, shall become legible or intelligible to 
ijrself er any other person, whereby the secrets of freemasonry may be un- 
twfullj obtained through my unworthiness; to all which I do most sincerely 
ad solemnly promise and swear, without the least equivocation, mental re- 
nration, or secret evasion of mind, in me whatever; binding myself under 
less penalty, than to have my throat cut across, (the master at this time 
raw the handle of his mallet, as I afterwards found it to be across my 
iroat,) my tongue torn out by the roots, and my body buried in the rough 
ands of the sea, at low water mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in 
venty four hours.' The oath closes, I believe, in the legal form, so help me 
vod, and keep me steadfast in the due performance of the same. 

The oath which I took on receiving the degree of fellow craft, I can not 
apeat verbatim. The oath which is read to me from AUyn^s Ritual is sub- 
taoUally the same which 1 took on receiving the degree of fellow craft. I 
id not understand at the time of taking this degree, what is meant by the 
ford cable tow. I have since understood it mystically to mean a certain 
liitance within which the mason is bound to obey a summons, and that in the 
aaater's degree I have understood it to be three miles. I will point out 
losie of the differences between the master's degree and the preceding de- 
crees. The candidate swears in addition to the former obligations that he 
iill not give the toaster mason's word to any but to masons of the same de- 
tree: and he swears that he will not give it except upon the five points of 
iellowship when it is given, and then not above his breath; he swears like- 
>viie in this degree that he will not give the grand hailing sign of distress, ex- 
^t he is in real distress; and when he sees that sign given, or hears the 
^rds accompanying it, he swears to fly to the relief of the person giving the 
ittn or uttering the words, unless there is a greater probability of losing his 
Un than of saving the life of the person in distress. The candidate in this 
^^ee also swears that he will not speak evil of a brother master mason ei- 
timr before his face or behind his back, and that he will warn him of all ap- 

Cching danger if in his power. Another addition is in substance as fol- 
.>— that the secrets of a brother master mason given to him in charge as 
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luch and he knowing them to be snch, shall remain ai inviolable in his ei 
breast as in the breast of the, person commnnicating them to him, murder' ai 
treason only excepted, and these left at his election. The penaltjr in (k 
oath varies from the penalty in the preceding degrees; the body is to be si 
vered in two, in the midst, and the bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes seal 
tered before the four winds of heaven, (this is the substance of the penalty; 
am not positive as to the precise phraseology.) The candidate also swesi 
in this degree that he will not violate the chastity of a master mason's wifi 
mother, daughter or sister, knowing them to be such, nor suffer it to be doi 
by others, if in his power to prevent it; in addition to the words in the penaN 
'^my bowels burnt to ashes," I think are substantially added, and ^'theasbc 
scattered before the four winds of heaven, that there may not the least trac 
or remembrance lemain among men or masons, of so vile and purjnred a wrete 
as I should be were I guilty of violating any part of this my solemn obi igatioi 

The obligation of mark master mason in Allyn's Ritual is substantially tk 
same oath which I took on receiving this degree, I think there is some diffa 
ence in the phraseology, and some diijference in relation to the mark and Jei 
ish sh^el. 

The obligation of past master mason in Allyn's Ritual is substantially tk 
same oath which was administered to me. I don't recollect that part df tki 
obligation respecting giving a lecture was administered to me. In other n 
spects the oath is substantially the same, as the oath administered to m 
and I cannot say positively that this part of the obligation was not admiu 
tered to me. 

The obligation of most excellent master mason in Allyn's Ritual is subsiti 
tially ^e same oath which was administered to me, so far as I recollect. 

In the master mason's obligation I swore to go on a master mason's errain 
and to remember all master masons when on tny knees offering up my derotioB 
before Almighty God. 

The obligation in the- royal arch degree in Allyn's Ritual, is substantial! 
ihe same as the oath administered to me. I am confident that I was to as 
-sist a royal arch mason when in any difficulty, and extricate him from tb 
>sarae, if in mj power. I have no recollection that any kind of difficulty wa 
excepted. I have no recollection of the words ^^ right or wrong," being ad 
•ministered to me, or any words equivalent to them, I am sure the word 
right or wrong were not in the oath administered to me. The words '^ niA 
out cxception^^^ in relation to revealing the secrets of a royal arch masoBi ! 
think were not administered to me. I do not recollect that the ezpresaiaB 
in relation to enxploying a companion royal arch mason in preference to an- 
other person were or were not administered to me. I'o the best of my recolledioi 
I swore to keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason committed t* 
me as such, and I knowing them to be such. I do not recollect of any es 
ceptions in this respect as in the other degrees. 

The words, murder and treason not excepted, were not administered to 06 
The penalty I recollect distinctly. I do not recollect any further materia 
variation. 

I have taken a degree in masonry called the check degree. Alter I ba* 
taken the three first degrees in masonry, which I took in one evening, th 
master said to me, that before I left the hall it was necessary for me to tak* 
an oath in consequence of a book which had been published, revealing theie- 
crets of masonry; he stated it was necessary for me to do this in order to rii 
it other lodges; and he said, ^' if other folks get our keys, we must put 01 
new locks." The oath was then administered to me. I do not recollect tk< 
phraseology; the substance was, that I will not give the word or sign eicep 
tn a lodge or at the door of a lodge. The injunction was given that the won 
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should oot be conreriied upoa except when absolutely necessary^ as it was ia- 
tended as a kej. After taking the oath,he gare me the word and sign which 
were to enable me to visit other lodges. I never made use of it but once — I 
^d once. There was no corporeal penalty attached to this oath as I recol- 
lect. I think the penalty consisted in being disgraced or expelled. After 
taking each of the two first degrees, a charge was read to me. The charge 
read to me I think is substantially the same as the charge in Webb's Moni- 
tor, printed in New-York, 1802, pages 46, 47 and 48. I have heard this 
charge frequently read in the lodge. So far as I recollect my impressions 
were that this charge was binding on me in connexion with my masonib ob- 
ligations. My attention was at that time more particularly turned to what 
are called the secrets of masonry, than to what I knew I could examine at my 
leisiu*e. 

The charge in Webb's Monitor, Salem edition, 1816, 62d page, was read 
to me, I think. The charg'e on the third degree, 7 1 pa^e, same book, is 
usually read ; I hare] heard it read to others on taking this degree — do not 
recallect whether it was read to me or not on taking the third degree. The 
word celebrated Artist mentioned in the charge of page 72, Webb's Mon- 
itor, is understood to mean Hiram Abiff, the widow's son, whom the candi- , 
date is understood to represent. 

The charge in Ahiman Rezon, page 81, was not read to me. This book 
written by Li Durmot, called Ahiman Rezon, is not to my knowledge a 
standard work in any of the New-^England Ltdges. I do not know {masoni- 
eally, that it is a standard work in any lodge. Webb's Monitor written by 
Thomas Smith Webb, is a standard work in masonic lodges, this is in some 
measure superceded by Cross's chart I dont know of Cross's chart being 
used in the lodges in this state. Webb's Monitor and Cross's chart are indis- 
criminately used in lodges. f|I knew of no essential difference or any dis- 
crepancy between Mr. Webb's Monitor* and Mr. Cross's chart. 

I published an address to the Grand lodge of Rhode Island, dated Sap- 
tember 1st, 1831. I think I saw the same address published in the Micro- 
cosm, a paper printed in Providence. I think I also saw in the same paper 
tke address of Caleb Sayles to the public, purporting to be an answer to my 
address. 

The pamphlet shewn to me,entitled ^' an address to the church and congre- 
^tion, under the care of the author on his seceding from the masonic insti- 
tution, by Moses Thatcher, Pastor, of the church at North Wrentham," is the 
•tme address published by me ; and that the pamphlet shown to me, entitled 
^ letters addressed to a brother in the church, on renouncing the secret prin- 
ciples of freemasonry, in answer to the three communications from him on the 
tame subject, by Moses Thatcher, pastor of the church at North Wrentham," 
^B also published by me. 

1 hare perused AUyn's Ritual with considerable attention as far as the 
three first degrees; the mode of initiation, ceremonies and manner of workiag, 
ire substantially the same as I have seen practised in masonic lodges ; the 
signs, grips, words and what *are called the secrets of masonry stated in 
Allyn's Ritual, are substantially the same as have been delivered io me, and 
ai I have seen practised in masonic lodges. 

I have attended the lodges in Providence, one in my own neighborhood, and 
oae in a neighboring town ; and I once attended the Grand lodge in Boston. 
I attended the lodge in Providence only when I received the* lower degrees ; 
I received the higher degrees in the same hall. The lodges which I have 
mited, substantially agreed in their ceremonies and manner of working ; 
3 
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I speak in reference to the three first degrees. I was nerer io the chapier 
after taking the royal arch degree. 

I have no recoil ection. whether the suggestion that the oath of the royil 
arch degree would not interfere with my religion or politics was or was oot 
made to me before taking said oath. I nerer saw it administered to othen; 
I had not Morgan's illustrations of masonry in jny. pocket when I appeared at 
the lodge to take the degrees. All the degrees were conferred on me on ac- 
count of my profession, gratuitously. I did not consider myself bound by my 
masonic oaths to* favour a mason to the personal or pecuniary injury of a kl- 
low citizea who was not a mason. While a member of the lodge I did not 
know of any higher punishment inflicted for violation of masonic obligatioos, 
than expulsion; nor had any personal knowledge of any person being expelled. 

I heard the subject of masonic penalties once discussed in St. Alban's 
lodge, Wrentham, on the 13th of May, 1829, which was the.* last time I 
attended any lodge. Masons present who had taken the higher degrees, ex- 
cept one, said nothing on the subject ; masons who had taken the lower de- 
grees gave their opinions on the subject variously. The question of inquiry ii 
this lodge was, ^' in what light are masonic penalties to be considered ^*' 
and' there was no vote taken on this question. This ^as an open lodge ; 
Simeon Thompson, Jr., presided that evening, Josiah J. Fisk, Rev. Lotber 
Wright, Anson Mann, Samuel Druce, and Asa Ware, Jr., acting as Secre- 
taries, were present ; there were other persons' present ; the subject was ia- 
troduced as the matter of inquiry, there was no motion on the subject. Oae 
member explained the subject in this way, ^* that the candidate swears, (bat 
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and so.'' I do not 
recollect that any member expressed an opinion that there were higher penal- 
ties than expulsion. While a mason I did not vote for or, support any per- 
son for office on account of his being a mason ; nor did I consider myself 
bound so to do by my masonic obligations. I do not recollect that any ma- 
sonic obligation was ever administered to me that would literally oblige me 
to vote for* a mason. I do not recollect of any political question being dis- 
cussed in a lodge, or a nomination for political ofllce being made. I oever 
knew personally a public officer to discharge a person accused of a crime on his 
making himself known as a mason. At the time of taking the n^ .sonic obli- 
gations I bad no time to consider whether I could conform to them, and at 
the same 'time conform to my civil and religious duties ;. after mature delib- 
eration I came to the conclusion that these obligations would interfere with 
Jny politics aid religion ; and this conclusion was formed after I had takes 
all the degrees which 1 ever took. I supposed the oaths were in themsclw* 
unlawful, and so far I considered them as conflicting with my religion. 1 
considered that I had no moral right to bind myself under a barbarous penal- 
ty to keep secrets of *thc nature of those of masonry. I supposed that roy 
masonic oath might, under certain circumstances conflict with a judicial oalb) 
particularly that part of the oath which binds a mason to keep masooie 
secrets, murder and treason only excepted, and these left at his election. I 
Snight be called to testify against a masonic brother where my masonic oatb 
bound me not tojtestify — that part of the oath which binds a mason to warn bii 
brother mason of all approaching danger ; he might be in danger of being ar- 
Tested as a thief, my masonic oath would bind me to warn him of his danger 
that he might escape. I understand that the words in the master mason'* 
oath, " I will not speak evil of a brother master mason, neither behind hi* 
back nor before his face, but will apprize hira of ail approaching danger, if io 
.**y power," would require me to aid a masonic brother who had comroitleJ 
theft or any other crime less than murder or treason, to escape from puniab- 
meAt and to screen him from punishment. The words in my masonic obligi^' 
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ion, " that I will not give the grand hailing sign of distresf, of this degree, 
mless I am in real distress, or for the benefit of the craft when at work, ana 
f I should see that sign given or hear the word aceoinpanying it, I ifrill flj to 
he relief of the person giving it, should there be greater probability of saving 
lis life than losing my own," would I consider, if I were on a jury, and a 
MTother mason on trial should give this sign, require me to afford him relief if 
it were in my power. I might afford him relief bj preventing a verdict, or" 
bj influencing a verdict in his favor. This would be my conclusion if I were 
to construe ray masonic oaths literally, and I knew of no other way of constru- 
ing an oath. I never knew personally, any mason being a judge, juror, or 
other public officer to put this construction upon masonic obligations, or to 
practise upon this construction. I never knew the grand hailing sign of dis- 
tress given by any man on trial to any judge, juror, or sheriff ; I never have 
bees in a court of justice to my recollection, when any person has been on 
trial, since I have been a mason. 

I never heard the masonic oaths explained when administei:ed. The fig- 
ure and representation of the burning bush in page 33, of the masonic chart by 
Jeremy L. Cross, is a correct figure and representation, and the explanation 
of the same on page 148, of Allyn's Ritual is substantially correct. I wit- 
nessed the same representation at the time I was admitted to the royal arch 
degree, except that I do not recollect of being requested to kneel down. 

{Further interrogatories put to Moses Thatcher.'] 1st, Before the sever- 
al oaths were administered to you had you endeavored to ascertain as far as 
possible what you would be required to swear to ? 

SJ. When taking the oaths did you strictly attend to them and endeavour 
fully to comprehrHid their meaning, and what were the obigations you were 
taking upon yourself ? 

3d. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or was you ^then 
satisfied that you did understand them. — Had you any doubts — did you inake 
any inquiries before or at tlie time of taking the oaths. 

4th. Did you reflect after you had taken each oath uj)on the nature and 
extent of it ? — And upon reflection were you satisfied : or if not satisfied did 
you complain or object. / 

5th. When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding that 
you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction and authority to the lodge 
to execute upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally, that is to 
take your life in the manner expressed in said oaths Respectively ; and did 
yog consider that yourself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the 
•ame power and jurisdiction over others? 

6th. What do you consider the secrets or mysteries of masonry. Do you 
know of any others than those disclosed in Allyn's Ritual or Bernard^s light 
on masonry ? • 

7th. Are the constitutions and by-laws of the lodge printed and published. 
Are there any secret by-laws. 

8th. Do you know of any oaths 'or obligations taken by masons up to the 
»€venth degree other than those you have specified ? 

9tb. When you took the oaths did you consider any of them incompatible 
''ith your religious, moral or social obligations? 

lOtb. You say in your address to grand lodge, that you had a conversation 
with a respectable mason in Providence, concerning reports from the west, 
who assured you that it was nothing but a political manouvre. Who was that 
gentleman ;/a|)d what gentleman conversed with you about taking three de- 
grees at once ? 

nth. In the same address you say that masons of high standing in the 
lodge and chapter, repeatedly declared that if Morgan was put to death he 
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bad met bis deiienred fate, and liad paid no more than the life which he had 
forfeited, bj the infraction of his oaths. Who were those masoni of high 

standing ? ^ »» « i 

12th. In your said address you state a conyersation with a Mr. Styles, 
respecting the alleged murder of a man some years ago in op near Ppoti- 
d^nee, by the agency of the grand lodge of Rhode Island. Please now to 
relate minutely and fully, what^that conyersation was? 

13th. You say you have «een Caleb Sayles address to the public, in ai- 
swer to your statement abovoi It appears by his address that he declared 
your statements to be false and erroneous, in some material particulars^ Did 
you in conseq^jence write to Mr. Sayles, or take any steps to have an explan- 
ation with him? Did you confer with the other persons to whom, you say is 
your address, Mr. Sayles had made the same communicatiou ? 

14th. Did you immediately communicate what Sayles had told you ioi\ie 
grand lodge. Did you make any inquiries of them respecting the transaction. 
Did you place any reliance in what Sayles '^had given. How long did yoa 
continue a mason after that conversation ? 

15th. You say above that the royal arch mason's oath taken by you did 
not contain the exceptions contained in the preceeding. • The exception in 
the oath of a master mason is of murder and treason, the keeping of "which 
secret is at the election of the candidate ;* this exception being omitted in 
the ^royal arch mason^s oath, did you construe that oath to mean that jou 
should keep those crimes also secret. 

16th. Has there been any difficulty in your church among the raeaibers 
npon the subject of masonry. 

17th. Before you made your address to the chifrch and congregation upon 
the subject of your seceding, had it been intimated to you that it would be ex- 
pected of you to secede ? 

18th. Have you related your said conversation with Sayles on any other 
occasion than in your address to this grand lodge ? 

To the annexed interrogatories, I answer as follows: 

Answer to Ist. Before I went to the lodge it did not occur to me that any 
oath would be required of me. I had before this seen Morgan's book, but cot- 
aidered it wholly spurious. After taking the 6rst three degrees, I concluded 
that an oath would be required on all the subsequent degrees. 
HIK Ans. to 2d. When I was attending to taking the oaths I end^aved to cooD' 
prehend them as far as the circumstances in which I was placed would admit; 
it required an effort to repeat them after the master. 

Ans. to 3d. At the time I took the oaths I had no opportunity for reflce- 
tion, and was sensible that it would require considerable time to render the 
oaths familiar; and when I left the lodge I did not immediately reflect on the 
meaning of the oaths which I had just taken. On leaving the lodge I took ^ 
for granted that the oaths were harmless, from the fact that men of principle 
had taken these oaths. I did not turn my attention particularly to the oath* 
until several months afterwards; and I also took it for granted that th^ 
oaths were harmless because the master of the lodge had stated to me f^ 
vious to administering the oaths, that they would not interfere with my rclig* 
ion or politics. The intelligence from the west respecting the Morgan affaJ^* 
and the disclosures of the Le Roy convention, lead me more particularly to a^' 
tend to these oaths. This I think was in the latter part of the summer ^ 
1828. Upon reflecting on these oaths, in consequence of these occurrentt^' 
I diii not immediately announce to the lodge my intention to withdraw from **• 
I communicated my intention to the lodge to withdraw from them on the 15*'' 
of May, A. D. 1829, and at that time I stated to the lodge the principal re^" 
iOQS which I had for withdrawing from them. The reason why 1 did not iiP^ 



SI 

ediately announce to the lodge my intention of withdrtwingy was that Iira« 
•oceeding to investigate the subject, and wished to understand it thoroughly. 

Ana. to 4tb. I have already answered this question I think. 

Ana. to 6th. When I took these oaths I did not at that time consider that 
was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to inflict the penalties of said oaths as 
[pressed in the question, because I did not until some time afterwards give 
irious attention to the import of these oaths, as I have before stated; that the 
rcumstances under which the oaths are administered render it impossible for 
la candidate at the time to take the real sense of them. I consider the last 
art of the question answered in the above statement. 

Ans . to 6th. I cousider that Allyn^s Ritual and Bernard's Light on Ma* 
)Bry, contain all the secrets and mysteries of masonry up to the seventh de- 
ree inclusive, so far as I was initiated; I know of no others that are called 
laaontc secrets. 

Ans. to 7th. The Book of Constitutions, so called, is published; the lodges 
ive charters from the grand lodge which are written on parchment. The by- 
ws of the lodge to which I belonged in Wrenthan, were written, and were 
(ad in the lodge at stated times; this lodge had no other by-laws than those 
hick were read to me, to the best of my knowledge and belief; as to the by- 
kws of other lodges I have no information. 

Ans. to 8th. I know of none. 

Ans. to 9th. I consider this question as before answered. 

Ans. to 10th. That gentleman was my uncle Moses Richardson, of Provi^ 
ence. The gentleman alluded to in the last part of the question, was my 
Dosin William Emerson Cutting, of Providence, 

Ans. to 11th. I had not heard myself any Mason express such an opinion; 

made that assertion in my address from information derived from others, up- 
n whom I thought 1 could rely; I stated it as any other historical fact: Mr. 
f arren, a clergyman irho now resides in Plymouth, told me that he bad heard 

high priest of a chapter express an opinion that JVf organ had met his deserv- 
d fate. Mr. Warren told me that he was a mason, I never sat in a lodge 
ritb him, Mr. Warren. He is now a seceding mason — I had no knowledge 
f his being a seceding ma^on at that time. Mr. Warren did not na'me the 
li^ priest to me, and do not recollect that he mentioned any other person, 
n addition to what Mr. Warren told me, I had also seen it stated in publi- 
•ttions that other masons had made use of similar expressions. 

Ans. to' l^th. The conversation was in substance as I have published it in 
ay address. ^ 

Ads. to 13th. I have never addressed Mr. Sayles on this subject, except 
trough the medium of the press. I did not confer with the other persons, to 
^m I say in my address Mr. Sayles had made the same communication, 
^er Mr. Sayles replied to my address to the grand lodge — ^before that time 
[ had. — One of these persons was Dr. William W. Pride, of Gibson, Penn- 
Iflvania; and the other was the Rev. Luther Wright — these were the per- 
sons who I said conversed with Mr. Sayles on this subject. Wr. Wright re- 
lides in Holliston, Massachusetts. These persons were masons at the time 
I eonversed with them. I conversed with Doct. Pride in the summer or Au- 
Qomof ^8^8, and with the other subsequent to that time. Mr. Sayles did 
'ot inform me the name of the person alleged to be murdered by the grand 
^ge; I think he said that he belonged in one of the back towns of Rhode- 
ttland. 

Aqs to 14th. I did not communicate what Mr. Sayles told me immediately 
^ the grand lodge. I placed reliance on the account which Mr. Sayles had 

S'ven to me. I continued a^ mason four or five months perhaps after Mr. 
^j\t% made this communication to me. Mr. Sayles made this communica- 
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tion to me in the latter part of summer or adlumn of 1838, I think, I doiH 
recollect precisely the time. 

Ads. to 15th. At the time the rojral arch mason^s oath was adrnmiflttrdl 
to me I had no distinct impression or opinion, biit on subsequent examinatioi 
I supposed the literal expression and construction of the oath required th« CM- 
realment of murder and treason. 

Ans. to 16th. In consequence of a case of church discipline of the cbarck 
of which I was pastor, a member who was a mason was dealt with and tried 
before the church, upon the charges, one of abuse towards me in mj familj; 
(this abuse charged related to masonry;) one for preparing or assisting to 
prepare a report of St. Alban's Lodge, which was considered slanderous; and 
the other for becoming angry and uttering contemptuous language in a church 

meeting. 

Ans. to 17th. No — it was neither intimated nor expected to my knowledge. 

Upon being asked, the witness says, I do not recollect that, on taking tbe 
master's oath, these v^ords, *' furthermore I do promise and swear, that ii any 
part of this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable 
thereto whenever informed,'' were administered to me. I have no dbtiact 
recollection on the subject. 

Ans. to 18th. I have made the same statement relative to this conversatioB 
with Mr. Sayles, in a note to my address to my church and congregation before 
referred to. I have not made this statement in any other publication of mioe. 
I made the statement verbally before tbe antimasonic convention in Philadel- 
phia in Sept. 1830. I saw a report of the proceedings of this convention, and 
have had it in my possession; I saw in this report a statement relative to the 
subject purporting to be the statement made in the convention by me. I have 
ro recollection of having made this statement in any antimasonic conventioii ift 
Boston or Providence. 

The foregoing deposition, to the best of my recollection and belief, is true. 

MosE.% Thach£A. 

Taken and subscribed December 7th, A. D. 1831. 

Iavx Chace sworn. I reside in Troy, Fall-River, Massachusetts; am ft 
manufacturer, and a minister of the gospel. I have been a freemason; I ann 
not now. I have taken six degrees in masonry, up to the degree of most ex' 
cellent master, inclusive. 1 was made a mason in the Manchester lodge, in 
Coventry, Rhode Island, in the/winter of 1B15-1G. I took three degrees ia 
this lodge; all that the lodge was authorized to confer. The oth2r three dc-- 
grees I received in the royal arch chapter, in Warren, Rhode Island, in the 
fore part of the year 182^. I continued a mason uutil the year 1828; in the 
fall of that year, I think. An obligation was administered to me at the time oC 
taking each of these degrees. I cannot repeat the obligation in the first de- 
cree; I could write the obligation on meditating on it; I can state tbe penalty. 
The oath administered to mc, on taking the first degree in masonry by John 
Greene, agent of the H^arwick manufacturing company, in Warwick, and 
then most worshipful master of the Manchester lodge, was substantially tbe 
aame oath now read to me from Bernard's light on masonry, page 20. There 
was no explanation of the oath given to mc, until I was placed in a situation 
to take the oath; I had no knowledge before this that an oath would be re- 
quired. I was prepared nrevioits to my taking the oath by being divested of 
my apparel, excepting my shirt; a pair of drawers was provided and put on, 
and I then was hood-winked by a bandage across my eyes, and then with a 
cable tow around my neck, and my shirt was off of my left arm, and my left 
breast naked; in this situation I was led into the lodge room. The other 
ceremonies^ until I came to the altar, were the same as are laid down in 
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8 light on masonry. Then I was informed by the worshipful master^ 
18 placed in a proper situation to receive the oath, or obh'gation which 
led me was not to infringe upon my reh'gious or political sentiments; 
1 me if I was willing to receive it on that condition^ the answer was, 
is; the]} he ordered me to repeat mjr name, Levi Chace, and repeat 
the oath which has before been read to me. A similar assurance, 
.seologj being a little dififerent, was given to me on receiving each^of 
lext degrees. 

ath now read to me from Bernard's light on masonry, pages 44 and 
ibstantially the same oath which I took on receiving the degree of 
ift, with three variations; viz: the first is when two cents in Bern^fd 
sed one cent in my oath; second, the words ^^or square and angle of 
," were not administered to me; Sdy^ and the word "so help me (5od," 
f keep me God, were administered to me. The obligation of a mas- 
m, now read to me from Bernard's light on masonry, pages 61, 62 
is substantially the same whieh I took in this degree, with these va- 
in the obligation which i took, were the words "and they left to my 
will and choice, or election," instead of "and they left at my own 
*' in Bernard; and also the word ^^ever" was left out in the oath 
:ook. I distinctly recollect that these words were administered to 
,ny part of this my solemn oath or obligation be omitted at this time, 
ill hold myself amenable thereto whenever informed." 
bligation in the mark master's degree, now tead to me from Ber- 
^ht on masonry, pages 98 and 99, is substantially the same as the 
1 which 1 took, except, I think, the word "swap" was not used. 
}]igation in the past master's degree, now read to me from Bernard's 
masonry, pages 109 to 111, is substantially the same as the obliga- 
^h I took, except the words "keep me steadfast," instead of make 
fast, as in Bernard. 

bligation :n the most excellent master's degree, now read to me from 
'a light on masonry, pages 120 and 1^1, is substantially the same ob- 
which I took in this degree. 

1 was initiated into the first degree, a charge was read to me by the 
f the lodge; this charge was substantially the same, as the charge 
I to m^ from Webb's , monitor, New York edition, 1802, pages 46, 
18. The charge was read to me from Webb's monitor. I did not 
some parts of this charge binding upon me, when it was delivered to 
icularly that part which says "that no institution was ever raised on 
principle or more solid foundation, nor, were ever more exeellenl rules 
il maxims laid down, than are inculcated in the several masonic lec- 
This in the only part which I did not at that time consider binding. 

protest at that time against this part of the cliarge, to the lodge or 
esiding. The reason why I did not protest at that time against that 
[le charge, was, because that at my initiation, I had been brought into 
i with a rope about my neck; ( considered myself placed in the situa- 
slave at that time; as I was brought into this state of feeling that I 

protest. 

jr reason why I did not consider this part of the charge binding was, 
.d embraced the religion of the Son of God, which 1 considered far 
to the masonic institution, and still do. The circumstance which 

1 that last impression was, that I was asked when at the altar — 
do you believe in?" My answer was in Jesus Christ the Son of 
was checked and ordered to say, "in God." This impressed my 

,t the institution wished to exclude the religion of the Son of God. 
was checked I then replied "in God." I consider that this was a 
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mere ontside form or garment. I did consider that bj this eipressbn tkef 
wished to exclude Jesus Christ, the Son of God, or the religion of the Sa?ior. 
When I replied Jesus Christ the Son of God^ it was not my intention to 
•exoiude God and the Holy Spirit. 

[Questions by committee J] 1st, Do you consider that the words ^^Jemu 
Christ the SonofGod'^ include God the Father, and the Holy Spirit? Ans. 
I do not. 

2d. Do you or do you not consider that the word God is equally appropriate 
to God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost? and inclusire of 
all? Ans. I do not in every sense of the word. 

The design to exclude Jesus Christ, and the religion of Jesus Christ, whick i 
f before referred to, I impute to the masonic institution and not to the mem- 
bers of that institution; many of whom 1 esteem as christians. Upon exami* 
nation I am still of the opinion that the masonic institution excludes tbo 
christian religion, because I do not find the words Jesus Christ used in the six 
degrees which I have taken. I never beard it expllEtined in a masonic lodge, 
that the scriptures were to be the mason's guide of faith and practice^ I htfe 
heard portions of the Scriptures read in the lodge. I never attended the ma- 
sonic lectures in a lodge, except those lectures used at the opening and closiof 
of a lodge. I do not know whether in the lectures and instructions in lodgei 
portions of the scriptures are read or not. I am not positive whether a 
charge was read to me after taking the fellow craft's degree er not; a charge 
was read to me after taking the master's degree. After hearing the char|^e 
.read, upon' receiving the master's degree, it occurred to me, that it was 
not altogether systematica); but I considered it binding so far as it did ootcoo- 
flict with my religion. The charge read to me after the master's d^ree waa 
the same in Webb's Monitor, Salem edition, 1821, pages 68 and 69. The 
part which I did not consider systematical is the first sentence of the charge 
i>efore referred to in Webb's Monitor, page 68. 

[Question by committee.^ Have you ever read in Webb's Freemason's 
.Monitor, in a grand master's address to a master elect, at the installatioD, 
;lhe following, as part of the address, viz. : ^^The Holy IVritingSy that great 
flight in masonry, will guide you to all truth; it will direct your paths to the 
rtemple of happiness, and point to you the whole duty of roan?" Ans. J have 
'^efore this time and now .read (he same, I have never been present at the 
rinstallation of a master. 

Is it usual to give the same charge on conferring the past master's degree, 
4hat is given at the installation of a master of a lodge. Ans. 1 do not 
>1cnow. 

[Answer to following standing interrogatories marked Z>.] Ans. to 6tb. 
I never had, because I did not expect an oatli would be administered; if I ba<^ 
I should not have appeared, nor would I have suffered what I did go through 
for all the honorable gentlemen are worth. After I had taken the first de- 
gree and found that an oath was admioistered, I endeavored to find out wbetb- 
cr oaths would be required in the other degrees by inquiring of a brother i»»' 
son; and he said ah! brother you will be satisfied after taking the other two 
degrees. After I had taken the three first degrees I did expect that oatlis 
would be required in the higher degrees. 

Ans. to 7th. I think I did as far as it was in my power. 

Aus. to 8th. I am confident that I did not then understand the oaths as I 
now do. The reason was the roaster gave one word or sentence at a tioa^> 
and I did not know what was to follow next. When the master came to tb< 
words in the penalty, "have my throat cut across," 1 stopped, be drew tb« 
tiandle of his mallet or whatever he had in his hand across my ^throat, and 
told me to repeat, and then I repeated the tame word that he used. All ihfi 
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•obligations are giren in this manner, the master proceeds to state the oath Ia 
ihs same manner, as if a school master or school mistress should sajr to & 
child learning the alphabet A — and the child repeats A. The master in tbet 
4odge states a word of the obligation and the candidate repeats it; this is thd 
-only waj. At the time of receiving these oaths I had, and ever since I havis 
had doubts as to the propriety of administering such oaths. I made no in- 
quiries before or at the time of taking the oaths. I am here speaking of 
the oaths in the three first degrees. 

Ans. to 9th. 1 consider that the first part of the question is before an- ' 
awered. After taking the first oath I did reflect upon it before I took tha 
«econd, and in consequence reflecting upon the first oath I inquired of a broth- 
er respecting further oaths as before stated ; upon this reflection I was not 
satisfied with the first oath. In answer to a question, I say that after taking 
the first oath and before taking the second, I made no inquiry relative to thts 
oath, except of the brother as before stated. After taking the other two 
oaths I was not satisfied, I did not complain or object to these oaths while £ 
was a mason, because my masonic. obligations would not tolerate it, and I 
was afraid the penalties of these obligations would be inflicted upon me. I 
never afterwards attended that lodge. In the year 1816 1 took the Ibaster'tf 
degree, and I took the degree of most excellent master in the year 1822. I 
removed from Warwick in April or May, 1816, two or three months after 
I was initiated. 

[Qutsllom by committee. '\ 1st. If you were dissatisfied with the thre« 
irat oaths, and you thought it dangerous to complain, was there any thing ia 
your masonic oaths that prevented or made it dangerous for you to dissolves 
your connection with the lodge — was there any thing in your oaths that forbid 
or prevented your complaining to the lodge, if so, what was it ? 

Ans. I did cdnsider it at the time dangerous to secede. I then thought 
there was danger of my complaining to the lodge ; I thought that the part of 
«y obligation which forbids me to speak evil of a brother, either in the lodgo 
or out of it, and to keep the secrets of a brother inviolate, rendered it danger- 
ous for me to complain to the lodge, for I could not speak against the insti- 
tution without speaking against those supporting it, 

!2d. Was there any thing in your masonic obligations which compelled yott 
^ go on taking further degrees ^ 
Ans. No, there was not. 

3d. Were you asked these questions before taking the first degree, viz: ^^Do 
you seriously declare upon your honor, before these gentlemen, that you ar^ 
solely prompted to solicit the privileges of masonry by a favourable opinioa 
conceived of the institution, a desire of knowledge, and a sincere wish of 
being serviceable to your fellow creatures ? Do you seriously declare upoa 
your honor, before these gentlemen, that you will cheerfully conform to all thm 
tncient eatiiblished usages and customs of the fraternity?" 

Ans« I was asked these questions, and answered them in the affirmatiye. 
4tb. What was there in these questions which induced you to believe that 
U was against your obligations to the lodge to complain to the lodge. 

Ans. I considered that complaining to the pledge would be complaining 
against the usages, customs, and obligations of the lodge. I had these ques- 
tions in connection with other things on my mind when I said I thought that 
there was danger in my complaining to the lodge, 

5th. Did you consider the questions before referred to, and read to you on 
your presenting yourself for the first degree ; the charges and oaths adminis- 
tered to you, as all to be connected Jn masonry, and equally binding upon 
those who take them ', and did you so masonically consider them yoursalf| 
when you took them. 
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Ans. I did so, masopically consider them after reflection, and do so coniid- 
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Ans. 1 did so, masonicaiij consiaer ineni aiier reiieciion, ana ao so coniui- h 
er them at this time, and I consider them as explaining each other. I 

Ans. to 10th. At first I had not time to consider them, but afterwards on 
mature deliberation and reflection I did consider the oaths of thai nature. 
Probablj in the course of one year, I came to this conclusion. I then con- 
sidered that I ought to be cautious in what I said against the institution. 

Ans. to 11th. I know of none other. 

Ans. to 12th. I do not know. 

Ans. to 13th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did, immediate]3ron reflecting upon them. 

Ans. to 15th. I have before stated, when I took the degrees. I secede j 
from the lodge in the year 18S8. In the year 1827, I went frcm my rvsi- 
dence in Dighton, to Pawtucket in the latter part of September. I was at 
the house of Capt. Baker ; Elder Daniel Greene, of Pawtucket, carae in 
and said he wanted to speak with me ; he then, after we retired into a room 
asked me if I had visited a lod|e lately, and I told him no — I did not know 
that I ever should again ; he nien asked me if I knew that I could not get 
into a lodge. I observed to him that I ^thought I could ; he observed that 
he h>d reference to a particular circumstance that had taken place. I ask- 
ed him what circumstance ? He observed that he had reference to Morgan's 
' illustration^, a book so called ; that, on that account, the lodges had passed 
another degree or check word, in order to stop book-masons ; (having refer- 
ence to the book before mentioned,) but observed, if you had been here last 
evening, I could have vouched for you, and you could have -taken the degree 
or check word. I then asked him if that book was true, and he aiyswered . 
with a nod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan was murdered, he said 
be dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no otherwise than he wouU 
there say to^me, no doubt he had suffered his just deserts according to his ob- 
ligation, he then taking me by each arm said, ^^ I suppose that he bad his 
choice." This was what first led me to a serious meditation, and to seeking 
a fit opportunity to secede. I then went home, and there secretly borrowed that 
book. J read the book through, and found thatthe oaths, obligations, tiiii 
penalties in that book, were in substance, the same as those conferred upon 
me. This was the first operating cause which led me to seek an opportunity 
to secede. I publicly renounced masonry in the fall of 1828, by publishing my 
renunciation in a newspaper, the Fall River Monitor. I considered that 1 
was then a master of the Manchester lodge from a notice I received last May. 
I made no private communication to the Manchester k)dge, because I was 
afraid to before I came out publicly. 

How many members did the Manchester lodge consist of ? 

Ans. At the time of my initiation, the lodge consisted of between thirty 
and forty members, and perhaps more. I don't know how many members the 
lodge had at the time I withdrew or seceded, or who the members were at 
that time. 

^Question by commitiee,'\ Were your brethren of the Manchester lod«^e, 
with whom you have been acquainted at the time you was initiated, or at any 
time since, men of such character that you should fear for your li^e, m case 
you communicated to that lodge your intention to withdraw, before you had 
come out publicly. 

Ans. The characters of the members of this lodge were fair ; I considered 
them fair moral men, and some of them I hope are christians. I could not 
tell what their masonic obligations would lead them to do ; and therefore I 
feared, to communicate to them my renunciation. 

during., the twelve years that you was a mason, did you corsn'cr yourself 
bound to execute such penalties u|>on others? 
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Ans. I considered myself masonically bound to perform all tbe oaths and ob- 
gallons to tbe lodge^ but not morallj and virtuallj bound to execute such 
enalties. \ 

Ans. to 16fb. I did not. 

^Ans. to 17th, I nerer heard that^ and I never knew personally of any pun- 
ihment being inflicted by a lodge. 

Aqs. to 19th. I knew nothing about their deliberations, either one waj or 
le other. To the second part of the question I knew nothing about the da- 
berations of any lodge upon that subject. 

Ans. to 20th. I considered masonically, that if the grand hailing sign had 
een given to me in such a case, I should have been in duty bound to vote for 
le mason ; the reason is, that the penalty of the obligation is, that I ana 
ound to go on a master mason's errand, and to relieve him^f there is greater, 
robabihty of saving his life, than of loosing my own. I speak masonically, 
3 a free mian, and exclusive of the masonic obligation^ I should not vote for 
be mason in such case, as a seceder 1 shouhl not. 

Ans. to 21st I should masonically. I never practised under such acon- 
truction of my masonic obligations^ for I never received tbe grand hailing 
ign. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did ; to the latter part of the question I say, person* 
lly I never did. 

In answer to a question ; I never received from others any information 
hich satisfied my mind that any such crimes have been committed by masons, 
I mentioned in the IGth interrogatory. 

Ans. to 25th. I have never frequented lodges in other States; but I ha^e 
iceived the same signs from masons from seven different states, | including 
lis State. 

In answer to other questions, witness says, ^^ the reason why I was not 
dinitted to the royal arch mason's degree when I was propounded, was, that, 
bere were not three candidates for adrassision at the time appointed for my 
dmission ; and afterwards there was some mistake as to tlie time; and after 
his I did not care about being admitted." 

You said that on taking the first degree in masonry, you considered its 
uiture deistical and irreligious. Did you receive afterwards any explanation 
^*t satisfied you on that point, before vou applied for the three last degrees 
fou took ? 

Ans. I never did. 

At the time you applied for the three last ^degrees did you then consider 
we. three first as deistical and irreligipus ? 

Ans. I did. 

K these were your convictions at the time of applying for those last degrees, 
what were your motives in applying for them ? 

Ans. I was informed by a brother, the Rev. Thomas W. Tucker, a 
•aetbodisl preacher, that he had been dissatisfied in the lower degrees, but 
•^w informed that the upper degrees were more agreeable to ths christian's 
feelings, and he was goihg to take them, and "thought I had better ; and a 
^Jc was placed in my hand, the purport !of which appeared to be more 
'o^eeable to the christian religion ; this book tvas a poem in praise of ma- 
*j^7, which book is now in the hands of Benjamin F, Hallett. Mr. Tucker 
»Wved, that if I would take the higher degrees, the lodge would not require 
^ fee for the degrees, as I was a clergyman, and he said he thought I 
Jould b3 satisfied. I mentioned to Mr. Tucker my dissatisfaction with the 
jfee first degrees on account of their irreligious tendency. Mr. Tucker said 
**t the Metho^st brethren in Bristol, whose minds were exercised on tbe 
'^%ct of religion were members of the lodge, many of them ; Mr. Tuck(^ 
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fttso saidy that after the lodge in Bristol bad closed in the mark maater^s de- 
gree^ thej would open the roaster's lodge^ and I should see how pleasant il 
was^ I attended, and they did open a master's lodge and they satisfied njr 
nind.some, on the subject of the lugber degrees, for they had a pleasant time, 
conversed on the subject of religion, and appeared to be good men. I now 
think it was a catch and wafi act a regular lodge. I worked myself into tb* 
lodge, in Bristol, and had no voucher I thought, I was not very bright, as a 
mason, they said I was. I hare conversed some with [the Kev. Waotoi^ 
Case on the subject of masonry, and expressed to him my dissatisfaction oo 
the three first degrees on account of their oath and irreligious tendency. He 
had taken the higher degrees, did not incline to say much on the subject, said, 
^Uhere were many men of many minds." The subject cf my dissatisfactioa 
was not conversed about iu the lodge. 

When asked whether you considered your obligations binding, you bare 
several times qualified your answer by saying they were masonically bind- 
ing. When you sa qu^ify them, are we to understand that although raasosi- 
caily binding, you did not consider them morally and virtually binding? 

Ans. I did not. I considered them of that nature that they ought net to 
"bind a freeman ; and where I have spoken of my obligations as masonicallj 
l)inding, I cannot explain my meaning better than by repeating this part of li 
mj obligation, in answer to this question : 'M do promise and swear, tbat I |^ 
ivill always hail, ever conceal, and never reveal, any part or parts, art or 
arts, point or points, of the secret, arts, and mysteries of ancient freemasonrjr, 
"which I have received,, am about to receive, or may hereaftec be instracted 
in, to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true aod 
lawful brother mason. To all which, I do mo&t solemly and sincerely prom- 
iie and swear without the least equivocation, mental reservation, or self en- 
»ion of mind in me whatever." 

If on any occasion while you ^were a mason, your masonic obligations bad 
eome in direct conflict with your religious, your moral, or your social -obW^" 
tions, with your duty to your maker, to your country ,'or to your fellow citizens, 
which obligations should you have considered paramount, or of most binding 
effect, and which should you have obeyed, your masonic, or your religioui» 
or moral, or social obligations ? 

Ans. I should have obeyed my religious obligations even to the sacrifice of 
my life, if required. 

Have you heard any mason justify the murder of Morgan except Elder 
Greene; if so, who was the person, and where .^ 

Ans. At a tavern about ten miles this side of Dedham, at the time of tfao 
first antimasonic convention held at Dedham, about three years ago, I hear^ 
a man say, if ever there was such a man as Morgan, and ^' he had taken sucb 
oaths as he had published, he was a damned perjured wretch, and deserved to 
be killed." This man was an entire stranger to me; I did not know his name, 
and he said he was a mason. Mr. Brayton Siadc of Troy, MassachusettH 
^nd Luther Lincoln of Norton, Massachusetts, were present at this conversa- 
tion. Mr. Lincoln observed that he must be careful what he said, that a w- 
cederwas present. The man replied, that he did not believe there was ^^ 
ceder; but if there was, he was a perjured wretch, and deserved to die. 

Quest. Had any mason seceded from any lodge in this State before f^* 
4id? 

Ans. There was not to my knowledge. 
Quest. How long was it after you was told of the murder of Morgan by m** I 
fcons, as you have before stated, before you seceded from masonry.^ 

Ans. I had the conversation with Elder Greene sometime in September, 
1827. Ihad heard of the death of Morgan before this, and had neTtri*^** 
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ftof tbinff written on the subject; I seceded I think in the latter paK of Octo- 
ber or Nof ember, 1828. I made mj mind known to mj wife four or fir* 
months before I seceded, and she persuaded me not to secede, from her fears 
that I should be exposed to some injury. Levi ChACE. 

Abraham fVilkinscny having taken the affirmation, sajs, ''I reside in North 
Providence, and am a manufacturer; 1 am not a freemason^ and never have 
been, and I don't think I ever shall be. 

[^Question by Committee,'] Have jou ever heard a nj mason or masona 
'express bis or their approbation of the kilting of Morgan; if so, who were 
thej, what did the j say, and on what occasions, and where .^ 

Ans. After the news came to our village of the abduction of Morgan, on 
several occasions I have heard masons speak on this subject; some would 
justify the killing of Morgan, and some would not: I have now but one person 
in mj recollection who justified the killing. This is Samuel Greene, then re- 
siding in North Providence, but now of Smitbfield. He said, that if Morgan 
had disclosed the secrets of masonry, he did not see why any body need to 
complain, for he had suffered no more than his deserts, or what he had agreed 
to; either one or the other of these expressions he made use of. I think this dec- 
laration was made in the New England Pacific Bank, or by the door of the 
Bank. There were several persons present; I think William Harris was 
present. I think this was in IBSSj I cannot say posiHvely that William 
Harris was present, but 1 believe he was present. I think there were sev- 
eral persons present: I can't say how many. The subject of the abduction 
ai|d murder of Morgan was introduced by some one; 1 do not recollect posi- 
tively by whom, but as likely by rae as any body; for I very early took an inter- 
eat' in this subject, and was considerably excited on the subject. There wa» 
air argument between me and Sqinuel Greene on the subject. He appeared 
to be some considerably excited; he seemed to speak with his usual degree 
of warmth. I have bad a great many conversations with masons on this sub- 
ject; and some would seem to justify the killing of Morgan and some would 
not justify it; but they would all seem to wish to get rid of it; would smile 
and rather laugh at the excitement. These expressions, ^^ Morgan was a 
poor, dissipated, perjured rascal; he received no more than his deserts, and 
jou are meddling with that which was none of your businpss," have been fre- 
quently made to me by masons. I cannot recollect by whom these express- 
ions were mad«, or when. When I have mentioned the subject, and spoke of 
Morgan's poor wife and children, these masons would reply, that **she was not 
kis wife, but a poor prostitute picked up in the streeis of Philadelphia." The 
person who made this expression I think was Col. Brastow, of the Manufac- 
turer's Hotel in Providence. I have been threatened for my attempts to in- 
vestigate this subject. I was in the Roger Williams Bank in Providence 
some time in the year 1828, or the fore part of the year 1829; there was no 
ene present but the cashier, Nathaniel Smith, and William Harris; and^am- 
uel E. Gardner came in and says, " How do you do, Mr. Wilkinson?" and I 
replied, " how do you do.^" He says, " I understand that you are an encour- 
ager or*patroniser of that Free Press at Pawtncket." 1 replied, " suppose 
I am, is there any thing unlawful in it, that I have not a right to do?" He 
says "It will do you more injury than any thing you ever did in your life." I 
said "You alarm me; be good enough to tell me how I am to be injured in dd* 
ing that." He says "It will be done by an unseen hand." I do not recollect 
that any other conversation passed. I thought this was about far enough. 

{^Question by commillee ] Are you well acquainted with Samuel £. Gard- 
ner, if 90, is he not a warm tempered young man; Vather hasty and intemper- 
ate of speech frequently; and did you consider what he said as merely in charts 
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acter and in bravado, or did you consider it a serious threat and warning, ia- 
tended to be carried into execution? 

Ans. I have been well acquainted with him something like ^een years; lit 
is a pretty free rifted nan in his conversation; speaks his mind freely, and in- 
dependently. I could not tell what he meant, but his countenance looked 
pretty white, and as if he spoke the sentiments of his heart. I was impress- 
ed seriously by what he said, with the conviction of the danger I was in, and 
have ever since remained so impressed. There has been nothing occurred 
since to remove or lessen that impression, but on the contrary many thiogi 
have occurred to strengthen and increase it. 

Ques. Were, or were not, your sentiments formerly favorable to roasonrj' 

Ans. They wer^. I never withdrew my confidence from masonry, judging 
it by masons whom I knew, until the Morgan affair. I had many friendt| 
who were masons, from the time I was twenty-one years old; I used to open 
my doors to them on public occasions, and joined with them in their festivities 
so far as I could without being initiated, and this confidence I never have 
withdrawn. 

Ques. Have you, in conversation with Samuel Greene, called the mai^onic 
hall in Providence, ih^ slaughter housel 

Ans. I have so called said hall, but do not recollect whether in conversa- 
tion with Samuel Greene or not; and I have so called said hall several times. 
I did this in conversation, but not meaning that any body had been murdered 
in that hall; but I meant to apply it to the institution or government of ma- 
sonry. I meant that the laws and principles of masonry lead to the commis- 
sion of such cri;«'es. I consider that the penalties of the masonic obligations 
have kept^the secrets of masonry so long. I have said that I believed mason- 
ry has been the cause of the death of hundreds and hundreds, and I still be- 
lieve it. I have evidence, that satisfied my mind, that sych has been the 
iact. This evidence is the account of the murder of Morgan , and the account 
"of the murder of the author of a book called Jachin and Boaz. I do not 
-know, who was the author of this book; I have seen his name in some pub- 
lication; I do not know what publication or when. 

Quest. How long ago was it that the author of Jachin and Boaz was sup- 
posed to be murdered? 

Ans. I have no data with me by which I can ascertain; 1 don't know that 
I have any at home; ray memory don't fix on any time. 

Quest. From any impression now on your inind, or from any recollection of 
documents, can you say whether that event took pltce one hundred, or two 
hundred years ago, more or less? 

Ans. My impression now is that it was an hundred years ago; but I have 
no certain recollection; I had rather refer to some document for more certain- 
ty, my impression now is, that it was one Samuel Fritcbard who was mi|rder- 
ed somewhat over one hundred years ago, and that masonry in consequence, 
at that time, dwindled down to nothing, and was made a laughing stock to 
the boys in the streets. 

Quest. What other evidence have you for believing that hundreds and hun- 
dreds of persons have been murdered by masons in copsequence of their ma- 
sonic obligations? 

Ans. The accounts that oneMurdock was murdered in the State of New- 
York about thirty years ago. These accounts are what hare been published 
iti the paper called the National Observer, at Albany, May 16, 1828; also 
the same paper of April 11th, 1828. 

Quest. Have you ever said that you believed that five hundred masons bad 
been murdered in St. John's Hall in Providence ? 

Ans. I never said so, neither did ever think so. I have no sufficient evi- 
dence to satisfy me that any person had been murdcrod by masons in this State. 
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Ques. Have you any other evidence or information to communicate on this 
subject? Ans. [ would communicate the account of the murder of Morgan 
published in the Daily Advertiser and American, extra, dated March 1831; 
and the Lockport trials reported in the Albany Journal of March 25th 1831 ; 
and the account of the murder of Murdock in the Free Press, published at 
SostoQy June 11th, 1830: and also would refer the committee to the account 
of the origin of the holy royal arch chapter in the Antimasooic Review, 2 vol. 
page 2M, and also to the account of the murder of William Miller in the same 
iMok, page 160; and I would also exhibit a print styled ^'Illustrations of Ma- 
■onry," representing the murder of Samuel Pritchard and William Morgan. 
I would also refer to the account of the murder of Archibal Kennedy, referred 
tola the report of the proceedings of the antimasonic state convention of Mass- 
aebosetts. May 19th and 20th, 1831, page 10th; also to Webb's Monitor, 
S'ew-York edition, 238 page, relative to punishment of death. 

Ques. Have you not seen publications denying the murder of William Mil- 
ler. Ans. I have. Abradam Wilkinson. 

Wtlliam Hams having taken the affirmation says. I reside in Nortln 
I^rovidence, and am a manufacturer. I recollect a conversation by Samuel 
Greene in Pawtucket, on the subject of the murder of Morgan, said Greene 
^d, ''that if Morgan had been guilty of disclosing the secrets of^ masonry, 
lu he had been charged with doing, he had suffered justly," or expressions to 
ttat effect. I believe that I have beard one other mason justify the murder 
^Morgan; this mason was Barney Merry of North Providence, recently 
pand master of the lodge. Said Merry's expressions were very much to the 
9aine effect as those uttsred by said Greene. 'I am not a mason and never 
liave been. I was once encouraged about ten or twelve years ago or more by. 
i/tc, Hezekjah Howe, formerly of North Providence, but now residing in the 
State of Nttw-York, to join the lodge; and I then asked him whether if I 
should by any means, sleeping or waking, disclose any of the masonic secrets, 
ior oaths, What would be the consequence ? And he answered, very solemnly, 
f'death." Said Howe now ryides, as I understand, at Mr. David- Wilkin- 
•on's manufacturing establishment near Albany, N. Y.; and he is a royal 
trch mason, as I have been informed. Said Howe was a man that spake 
very freely. I do not know of any other conversations of this kind on ma- 
sonry that is important. 

I will state one other circumstance; about two years since, I was in con- 
Tersation with a person who had been a master of a vessel «nd who had been 
a high mason,* — his name was Chace James, — I think he belonged formerly 
OB the Cape; — now resides in Pawtucket. He stated to me that in a cer- 
tain voyage he had made, when he was mate, (Chace had then been captain 
twenty-five years,) he said their vessel was in distress when they saw a 
French veyel appro iching. I think, but am not positive; the captain, he said, 
pife'the foreign vessel a masonic signal, but did not bring her too; he, the 
eaptaio, came to Chace and stated the circumstance, that he could not bring 
the vessel too, he Chace then undertook it himself, as being a higher mason 
IrDm what I could draw from him; and after hailing the ship gave a masonic 
kignal, and in relating this he repeated the same signal in my view, not 
niowiog that I, the witness, was versed iii masonic signals. I upon this stat- 
•d to said Chace^ I knowliow you brought too this vessel — you gave the grand 
bailing sign, as you have now given it to me. When said Chace discovered , 
his mistake in using this sign in my presence; I not being a mason; he beg- 
%tA of me not to name the circumstance to anj^ person; for he was fearful 
Ihatthe masons would serve him as they had served Morgan — and I could 
plainly perceive by his feelings that be was alarmed: it struck me so. I then 
stated to said Chace, that I would not injure him. This was my difficulty 
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libout my declining; at first in this sUtemeot to give the name of said Chae«. 
I then stated to him the observation of Solomon Sonthwick, that he, Sooth- 
wick, '^had for some time felt himself in jeopardy of his life, but there was 
one consolation, that masonry had already killed one too many to attempt it 

again." * 

Quest. Was this remark made by Southwick at the time he was a can- 
didate for governor ? 

Ans. 1 think it was a little before he was a candidate. 

Quest. Were you then intimately jicquaintcd with the masonic signs aod 
for how many degrees; how did you acquire your knowledge of them; aad 
what was your inducement for making a study of the masonic signs? 

Ans. 1 am troubled with a short memory, and could not give maoT of 
aaid signs. I had studied Bernard's Light on Masonry, f think he goes to 
forty-four degrees. My inducement for pursuing this study was to watch tbt 
operations of masonry, which I have for the last twelve years. 

Quest. Were you one of the signers of the antimasonic memorial to tin 
General Assembly, and a member of the late Antimasonic State CoDveBtioo, 
so called? 

Ans. I was; and for attending the first antimasonic convention I was 
accosted by a friend, a high mason, who stated tome, with a great deal 
of earnestness, that I had better keep in the back ground; that he was pe^ 
suaded, that it would be very much to my injury to have my name made useaf 
in that way; he said I might do as much in the back ground and pushm 
thing as hard as I pleased against masonry; but as a friend he prayed that I 
would not come forward in the way that I had. This friend of mine wai 
Crawford Titus, now of Warwick, R. I. 

Quest. Was you present in the Antimasonic State Convention when that 
cjuvention resolved and declared itself to be a political party; and if so did 
jou vote for that resolution ? 

Ans. I was present at that convention, and think I voted for said resolu- 
tion. I do approve of it, and am a political antiraason. 

Quest, Was it not the circumstance that these conventions had assuned 
the character of a political party, that your friend Mr. Titus gave yoa this 
friendly advice ? 

Ans. I do not know but it might be. 

Quest. When Samuel Greene made the declaration before alluded to, was 
he in an argument on the subject of masonry, and was this the case witk 
Barney Merry ? 

Ans. I think said Greene was in an argument on the subject of masoory, 
and I thought his feelings were rather excited, by the looks of his eye. It was 
from some question put to said Merry, [• that he made the declaratioa he* 
fore stated; I think I told him that Morgan was murdered, or kidnapped, 
or something like it. Merry is a very cool man. This conversation withstid 
Merry, I thiuk was a year or more after the news of Morgan's murder was is 
circulation. 

Quest. At what time was Bernard's light on Masonry published? 

Ans. I think in the summer, or fall of 1829. 

Quest. Was there not just previous to the excitement on the subject of oa-; 
sonry, a strong party feeling in Pawtucket? ' 

Ans. There was. * 

Quest, was there n )t an unusual bitterness of feeling in that community^ 

Ans. There was. 

Quest. Had one* or more of the principal members in the lodge in that' 
place had a law suit with your father in law, Mr. .Abraham Wilkinson, k no wa ; 
l»y the name of the seargent trench case. 
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- Ana. David WiHcinson, k mason^ and a member of that lodge I presume, 
was a partj to said law suit. 

•Quest. Were you present at the time of the conversation between Abra- 
ham Wilkinson and Samuel E. Gardner in the Roger Williams Bank, men- 
tioned in the deposition of said Wilkinson, and did 70U hear the conversation? 

Ar.s. I was present and heard the part of said conversation, in which said 
Gardner said '4t would be done by an unseen hand." 

William Harris. 



To the Honourable, Committee of the State of Rhode Island, &c. for the 
purpose of investigating the charges against freemasonry. 

Gentlemen — I should not presume to trouble you, were it not, for the fact 
that my name has been made use of by Messrs. Abm. Wilkinson and Wm. 
Harris, in their examination before you in Providence: that^only must be my 
- ' iftpalogy, for trespassing on your time in stating the conversation I had with 
them'in September, 18^8, in the Roger William's Bank, in Providence, viz: 
I went into the Roger William's Bank in Sept. 1828. AJr. Abm. Wilkinson 
and Mr. W. Harris was in the bank, Mr. Smith and his clerk, behind the 
counter, Mr. Wilkinson said to me I wish you to renew one half of our note 
4iue your bank (Lime Rock, R. I.) of $1293,15, due the 20th instant. I 
.'said to Mr. Wilkinson, that the wants of the bank were such that we could 
- flat do it, or comply with his request. Mr. Wilkinson then said, then you 
will have the honour of having one of our notes pcptested. I told Mr. Wil- 
kinson that if he was as great a general as he was stated to be in the 
Cadet, I did not believe he would let his note be protested. Mr. Wilkinson 
said that was what that nasty, little, stinking Sturtevant had written, and 
made several personal allusions respecting masonry, and his brother David. 
Mr. W^ilkinson then said that Sturtevant met him in the street in Pawtucket, 
and asked him if he had made use of the above language. Mr. Wilkinson 
told him he had not, for he left out the word stinking. At the August 
town meeting, Mr. Wilkinson said he told him to stand further off as be did 
not wish to be made drunk so early in the morning by inhaling his breath, and 
said a good deal more respecting town meeting and voting in August. I ask- 
ed Mr. Wilkinson how much money he subscribed for the Pawtucket Herald, 
he said I could find out by going or calling at the office. I told *Mr. W. 
Harris that I understood he put in j^lOOO, he said only $500, and I think then 
went out, but I am not positive. I then told Mr. Wilkinson that it was the 
worst business he ever undertook. Mr. Wilkinson said, in great warmth, 
you tell me I have undertaken a bad business! I never was told so in all my life 
before. I then told Mr. Wilkinson he could not discover the hand that might 
injure him ; or words to that import. Mr. Wilkinson said in reply, greatly 
agitated, my God, am I to have my throat cut, and I not know it ! No, I 
will sooner lay down on my belly and eat dirt, before I will come to the Lime 
Rock Bank, for an other favour, and I will whip my dogs out of your track or 
path immediately. So ended the conversation. 

I will now explain — We were both labouring under great excitement at 
time, and one word will often bring on another in reply, and it being some- 
what my disposition to irritate Mr. Wilkinson^ the words spoken were with- 
out any future meaning, nor were intended to have been remembered by me, 
much more to have had them brought in question to establish a thing, that I 
spoke the sentiments of masonry, or that any otherlperson should suffer for my 
indiscretion in use of words;^when excited, a. great many things are often said 
in haste, without meaning or sense in order to niaintain your ground or irri- 
tate the .person with whom you are conversing, and should not be Jaid to 
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charge him crnniDaltj, or subject others more reserved in cootenatioii to 
bjame. I remain, yoursj respectfully; 

Samvei. E. Gardneb. 

Samey Merry, of North ProTidence, Rhode Island, manufacturer, awora 
says, in answer to the following questions. 

Do you recollect the conversation imputed to jpu by William Harris in his 
deposition now read to you ? 

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation; I have reflectecl upon this 
subject and have endeavored to bring it to my mind, but cannot recollect an/ 
such conversation. I never have deliberately justified the murder of Morgan 
in any manner whatever, or the conduct of those masons, who were concerned 
in that transaction. 

Question by request of Waller Paine ^ Jr. Did yoi^not take io tb 
Knight Templar's degree an obligation called the fifth libation Y if so, is it 
not considered and explained by masons, of that degree to be the seal ef all 
your former oaths and the most serious of any obligation administered in the 
institution ? 

Ans. I shall decline answering this question. 

Quesiion l>y the committee. Did you take in the Knight Templar's degree 
the obligatian read to you from Bernard's lighten masonry, page 164, called 
the fifth libation, and commencing with the words, " This yure tci«e,"&c. I 

Ans. I did not. 

Question by request of Joseph S. Cook Did yon ever take any masooie 
obligation which you thought would conflict with your civil, moral, religious, 
or social obligations? 

Ans. I never did. 

Question by request of IVilliam Harris. Did you not in this house ob- 
serve to me in speaking of my evidence, after saying you did not recollect it, 
observe that if you did make such a declaration, it must have been in reference 
to the oaths in masonry ? 

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation ; I had some conversatioo 
with you on the subject of your evidence, and observed to you, that I could 
not recollect any such declaration as you had imputed to me; that if I ever 
had made any such declaration it must have been in consequence of some ua- 
reasonable charge against masons, and under the excitement of my feelings is 
consequence of such charge. 

Question at ike request of William Harris. Have you at any time, since 
the excitement against masonry, in the capacity of grand master, visited the 
lodges in this State, with the view of explaining the oaths or obligations, or 
to induce them not to give up their charters. Please explain minutely tbs 
purpose of said visitation to any or all of the lodges in this State? 

Ans. I never have visited the lodges for that purpose. 

Question by the request of the same. Have you ever as grand master re^ 
ceived any masonic communications from the grand lodges in other states, o^ 
their officers. And if so what was the nature of those communications? 
^ Ans. 1 never have, as an individual, leceived any communications from th^ 
grand lodges or their officers in other States; and the only communication^ 
ever received by the grand lodge in this state since I have been a member^ 
from such grand lodges, or their officers, have been notices of their proceedings^ 
at their annual election of officers; and these communications are at the serr^ 
vice of, and may be seen by the committee. 

Question by request of Benjamin F. Hallett, A charge from Webb'» 
Monitor, page 72, has repeatedly been read in the course of this investigatiQA 
by the committee. In that charge this lenteoce occurs, *' Be true and 



SB 

Ikitbfuly and iniiate the example of that ce^ebrated Artist, whom jon this eve* 
aing represent." Please explain the allusion and meaning of this part of 
said charge, and the nature and object of the representation there alluded 
to, with its reference to masonic penalties. 

Please state whether the following* injunction or the like occurs in one of 
the lectures of the master mason's degree, referring to the same representa- 
tion alluded to in the above charge addressed to the candidate, viz : — '- 
*' Brother A. before we can proceed anj further with you, in this solemn cei^ 
emonv, it will be necessary for you to travel in order to convince the breth- 
ren of your fidelity and fortitude; In the course of your travels 3rou may meet 
with ruffians who will endeavor to extort from you the secrets of a master 
masons. Some will go so far brother A . as dven to threaten to take your 
life, but jou must be prepared even to lay down your life, rather than to re* ^ 
▼eal any of the secrets of freemasonry that have been communicated to you«. 
mierefere on your firm fidelity and fortitude, rest our further favors." 
Ans. I shall decline answering this <)uestion. 

Question by request of Joseph S, Cook. Do you consider the question ^t 
ftlUtding to part of the ceremonies, which you do not think material to the pub- 
Kc, as a reason why you decline answering it? 

Ans. This is the only reason why I decline answering this question. 
Question by the committee. Can the masonic ceremonies, signs, manner 
Qi^ working, and what are called the secrets of masonry in any way directly 
or indirectly, aSect the rights or interest of any person not a mason? 

Ans. They cannot to his injury so far as I am acquainted. They are 
confiaed exclusively to masons. 

Question by request of Benjamin F, HaUett. If a mason is required t« 
suffer his life to be taken, rather than have the secrets of masonry extorted 
from him, ought he not to suffer imprisonment and death, sooner than disclose 
the secrets if called upon in a court of Law, and compelled to disclose t|iem 
tinder his civil oath ? 

Ans. This is an extreme case which I know nothing about, and cannot tell 
what a mason ought to do in such a case. And I cannot conceive any possi- ' 
able case in which it would be the duty of any court to require a mason to re-' 
▼eal his masonic secrets, or if such secrets should be revealed they could 
afieot directly or indirectly the rights or interest of any person not a mason. 

Question by request oj Benjamin F. HaUett. May not masonic signs and 
secrets be used by bad men as a medium of communication and concert, dan- 
gerous to the rights of those who are not masons? 

Abs. I do not know what might be done by bad meii| and I do not 
think that masons could use the signs and secrets in this waj^ and act upon 
the principles of masonry. 

Q^uestion by committee. Is not this principle taught iDDoasonry, to sulTer 
^eath rather than disclose the secrets ? • 

Ans. Such a principle is not at. all taught in masonry. 
Question by request of J. Freize, If satisfied that masonic secrets conflict- 
ed with the duties of a good citizen, would not your obligations and charges 
as you understand them, require of you to give up those secrets in obedience 
to your civil oaths ? 
Ans. They would require me so to give those secrets. 
Question by Benjamin F. HaUett, If a mason were to give tjie masonic 
sign to a masonic juror, and that juror be induced thereby, to aid him as a 
brother mason, against one who was not a mason, could not this secret ipf 
masonry in such a case affect the rights of those who are not masons ? 

Ans. I never knew of any such case, and no respectable mason could receive 
any soeb eommanication, as it would be in tlirect opposition to the princi- 
ples of masonry. 
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Question by request of Abraham Wilkinson, Would not a mason on triki 
have secret means of communication with a judge or juror^ wbo was a mason, 
which one, not a mason could not have ? 

Ans. Masons have certain signs which they occasionally make nse of tc^ 
recognize each others these signs are made use of by masons for masonic in- 
tercourse, and to enable masons to know each other, and for no other purpose 
whatever. I never knew the signs made use of to obstruct the cause of 
justice. Barney Merry. 

Samuel Greency of Smithfield, in Rhode Island, manufacturer, sworn, says, 
I am a Mason, and have taken the several degrees in Masonry, the Royal 
Arch degree and several of the degrees in Knighthood. 

Did you utter the declaration in these words, that *' if Morgan had disclosed 
the secrets of Masonry," you *' did not see why any body need complain, for 
he had suffered no more than his deserts or what he.had agreed to," imputed 
to you by Abraham Wilkinson in his deposition now read to you ? 

Answer. I never uttered any thing like this declaration to him. There 
was some conversation about Morgan, and there was a good deaj of warmth 
expressed on both sides between myself and the other persons. The ex{ures- 
sion which I made use of as near as I recollect, i^as that ^' Morgan was a 
great scoundrel according to his own showing ; and perhaps got nothing more 
than justice ;" and J further said too, I thought that the Anti-Masons oi^ht 
not to complain as long as Masons only killed Masons, and perhaps that wouM 
be a better way to get rid of such scamps as we masons were. This decla- 
ration was not made to Abraham Wilkinson. When I uttered these declara- 
tions I was a good deal irritated. I never intended fb approbate the killing 
of Morgan, for I detested it as much as any man could. Alter uttering these 
declarations and having heard that Abraham Wilkinson and W^illiam Harris 
had stated in the streets that I had justified the murder of Morgan, I saw 
said Wilkinson, I think, at the New England Pacific Bank ; and in conver- 
sation with him he chained me with these things, and I told him it was a 
misrepresentation, and endeavored to explain to him what I had said on tbii 
subject and in what manner I said it. He had said a great many irritatii^ 
things ; called the masonic hall in Pawtucket a slaughter J^ouse ; said^if I did 
not leave that abominable, stinking, blood staifled order, my character would 
stink above ground. 1 do not positively recollect to whom I uttered th« said 
declarations, but I think it was a chap by the name of Claflin, who had bees 
in the employment of said Wilkinson ; and he made himself busy in making 
mischief between me and said Wilkinson. I have no recollection of utter- 
ing any suph expression as is imputed to me by William Harris in bii 
deposition now read to me. I have stated to William Harris more than onct 
or twice, that I never had taken any obligations in masonry which would 
influence me to do any thing improper, as a good citizen or neighbor, and that 
I considered myself bound by my masonic obligations to support the laws of tbe 

fovemment under which 1 lived, and to be a good, quiet and peaceable citixeD. 
[e replied at the time that he did not doubt that such was the case with ne, 
but he believed it was different with some other masons: that he had no fault to 
find with me as a neighbor or citizen. Mr. Harris said he would take mj 
word on any subject but that of masonry, and then he would not believe what I 
said because he considered I was sworn to lie. 

Did you utter to any person or persons declarations similar to that uttered 
4o Claifin > 
Answesw I have no recollection of it. 

In answer to a question. 1 recollect that the general features of the royal 
Ateh mason's obligation read to me from paper marked [B] ajre tbe sajne M 
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bbe oaUi. which I t^okj and I do not recollect any variations. I do noit recol^ 
iect to have heard of any of the variations, from the \oath now read to me 
from paper marked [£] as laid down in the obligation in Allyn's Ritual, pages 
143^ 4, 5 and 6, administered in any chapter. 

Id answer to a question by request. I cannot say whether there was or 
iva» not aojr thing i% the royal arch oath, which bound me to keep the 
lecrets of a companion royal arch mason. It is a number of years since 
L heard this oath administered, not having been in the habit of visiting lodges 
and chapters for the last iieveral years, excepting occasionally at the election 
>f officers. 

lo answer to a question. I say that I have no recollection of having tak«n 
the thrice illustrious knights of the cross. 

In answer to a question. I was present at a lodge in Pawtucket, |)ut 
cannot recollect what year, when something was instituted to prevent impo- 
aitions on the lodges. I think this was called a check. The reason giren for 
lAstituUng this check was to guard against impositions. Sasiubl Gkeenb. 

Dumel Greene, having taken the affirmation, says, I reside in the village 
of Pawtucket, and am a minister of the gospel by profession. 

Question by committee. Do you recollect a conversation stated in a depo; 
•ition given by Levi Chace, and now read to you, which conversation is ren- 
ted by said Chace in the words following viz: '^ Eider Daniel Greene of Paw- 
ta^et^ came in and said he wanted to speak with me ; he then, after we 
retiredi inta a room, asked me^ if I had visited a lodge lately; and I told him 
no^ I did not know that I ever should again, he then asked me if I knew that I 
could not get into a lodge. I observed to him that I thought that I coidd; 
be observed that he had reference to a particular circumstance that had taken 
place. I asked him what circumstance ? He observed that he had refer- 
ence to Morgan's illustration, a book so called ; that on that account the 
lodges had passed another degree or check word, in order to stop book ma- 
sonSy (having reference to the book before mentioned,) but observed if you had 
been here last evening, I could have vouched for you, and you could have 
taken the degree or check word. I then asked him if that book was true, and 
he answered with a nod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan bad been 
murdered ; he said he dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no oth- 
erwise than he would then say to me no doubt he had suffered his just deserts 
according to his obligation. He then taking me by each arm said, I suppose 
that he had his choice ?" 

Answer. I recollect, if my memory serves me, of having three conversa* 
tions on the subject of masonry with said Levi Chace. The first conversation 
Was at Capt. Baker's ; I sat some time in the room at Capt. Baker's and 
Conversed on other subjects, and previous to our parting, we went into the 
other room, (I beiag familiarly acquainted with the family,) and I then asked 
aaid Chace if he had visited a lodge lately? (we standing up and conversing but 
a few minutes,) he replied he had not. I told him I doubted whether he would ' 
be able at that time^to get into a lodge, if he bad not visited one lately, as there 
was a good deal of excitement in consequence of many books and some impos- 
tors that were about; that the grand lodge had taken a great deal of precaution 
and had instituted something new among them to prevent these impostures ; 
that if he had not learned that, he would not be able to visit a lodge until he 
had, and I should advise him to g^t it immediMely if he intended to visit a 
lodge. I think I observed to him that if be had been here last evening, I 
could have vouched for him, and he could have got what the grand lodge bad 
instituted ; but that he could not get it except at the lodge where he belonrged, 
unlets some one could t ontfa for him. There was no eonversation at that time 
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Wtween said Chace and myself respecting the murder of WiDiam Morgan.*^ 
I had a conversation with said Cbace on this* subject at mj house ; we were 
aione by ourselves ; the substance of the conversation was this. He asked 
vne if I thought that Morgan was murdered ? I replied that according to the 
best accounts I could get I belieifed that Morgan was murdered. He then 
asked me if I believed that the masons did it ^ I told* him J believed tbej 
had done it according to the accounts in the papers which I had read. The 
expressions which I then made use of were these : I told him, that I thought 
k was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for what 
others did ; and that there was no society but what had its bad members. I 
never justified the murder of William Morgan in any conversation with said 
CJhace or before any man living, in any way whatever. 

Answers to the several queslions hereunto annexed, on paper marked [D.] 
Answer to 1st. I have taken all the masonic degrees in Regular succession 
HP to the degree of knight templar, inclusive, as administered by the regular 
lodge in Pawtucket, and by .the chapter and encampment in Providence, and 
in said lodge, chapter and encampment. I cannot recollect by whom the 
several oaths and obligations were administered ; this can be ascertained bj 
referring to the records. ^ 

Answer to 2d. I have not read Bernard's Light on Masonry or AUyn'i 
Ritual. 

Questimi. Are the oatbs or obligations in the entered apprentice's, fellow 
craft's and master masoa's degrees now read to you from paper marked [A] 
substantially the same oaths and obligations which were administered to yoa 
on taking these several degrees ? 

Answer. According to the best of my recollection fhey are substantiaUy 
the same. 

Questi Was this clause ip the obligation which you took on receiving the 
master mason's degree, viz. ^^ I do promise and swear, that if any part of 
this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto 
whenever informed ?" 

Ans. It was not; I never heard it before, or any thing of the kind. 

Quest. Was there in the master's oath which you took any thing relatife 
to the grand hailing sign of distress ? 

Ans. I do not remember any thing about such a clause. 

Abs. to 10th. I did not understand that I gave any such jurisdiction; or 
that i was ta exercise it over others. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not. I have always understood it to be a cbaritabk 
institution; and I have found it to be snch. 

Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

i^s. to 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. They do strictly. 
- Ans. to l^h. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. To the first part of the question I say, I did not. To see* 
ond part of the question I say, I should conduct in such case in the same waf , 
at towards a brother in the church. 

Ans. to 21st. I never did. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I consider that these several obligations can never come is 
conflict with each other. 

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge in another state; and I do not 
Vpqw that I discovered any difference in this respect in that lodge. 

Ans.. to 26tb. I do not know any thing about this subject. 

Am. to 27th. 1 do not know. 

AuB. to 28th. I do not know any thing about it; i do not know, f bat I 
bave visited a lodge since that time; but 1 may have. 
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Ani. to SOth. I do pot know of aoj. 

Ads. to 31st. 1 do not know any thing about it. 

Question by request. Did you ever learn masonically, or any otlier way m 
which yoa placed confidence, that Morgan was about to^ or had disclosed 
1^ secrets and oaths of masonry ? 

Ans. I nerer knew any thing more about k, than what the antimasons 
old me, and what I have read in their books, papers, almanacs, &c. 

Ans. to 33d. I never heard. 

Ans. to 35. I do not know any thing about their funds, further than as I 
lave been concerned on committees in appropriating them for charitable pur* 
N)ses. 

Ans. to 3&th. TWe are certain signs and ceremonies by which a masoa 
enters and le&ves the lodge; and I never inquired into these signs^and cere- 
monies, so far as to ascertain whether they refer or have aihision particularly 
x> the masonic obligations or not. I do not remember particularly whether 
nasons are taught that these signs and ceremonies refer to the masonic obliga- 
tions or not; but I presume they are taught all about it in the lectures. 

Question by request. In jrour entered apprentice's oath, you bound your- 
self in no less penalty than having your throat cut across, &.c;. to whom did 
four consider you bound yourself under that penalty? 

Ans. I did not consider that I gave power to any one to inflict such punr 
ishment upon me. ^ 

Question by request. Have yoq ever had any evideBce to satisfy you that 
speculative freemasonry existed previous to 1717; if so what was that evi* 
dence. 

Ans. I always believed it to be an ancient insifitution; I never examined 
into the evidences of it critically, I have no particular evidence, other than 
the masonic monitor. 

Question by request. Have you ever held out the opinion to others, or be- 
lieved yourself that the Institution has existed 5831 years? 

Ans. I do not remember of having stated how old the Institution was. I 
believed it to be' ancient. 

Question by request. Do you as a royal arch mason, consider yourself un- 
der stronger obligations to a brother royal aich mason^ as res{|»ct8 charity, 
than you do to an entered apprentice? What is the object of having so many 
degrees in masonry, by means of which the various classes of masons have 
secrets to keep, not only from the world, but from each oth^r.^ 

Ans. To first part of the question, I do not know that I do In answer to 
fecond part of the question, I say, I do not know what the object ^as of hav- 
^g so many degrees in masonry. 

In answer to a question by request, I say, that I cannot recollect any thing 
^bout the obligation read to me from Bernard's lighten masonry, page 164^ 
called the 5th libation. 

Question by requert. Can you remember of overdrinking wine or its rep- 
resentative out of a human skull in an encampment? 

Ans. I do not know, that it can effect the interests of any person whether 
t have drank wine out of a skull, or out of a tin cup, or babon. 

Daniel GFreknb. ' 

Charles F. Searle, of Providence, Rhode-Island, sworn, says, in answer to 
the following question: 

Quest, by the request of Moses Richardson. Did you ever hear Abraham 
Wilkinson say, that there had been 500, more or less, murders committed in 
mason's hall in Providence or Pawtucket? . ^v 

Ans. In thelatterpartofthespringor'tb^forri^t of thialast-eummer^ I 
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think, but am not j^sitiye, Mr. Southworth«nd Mr. Abrahi WiHluhmhi mm 
conversing together near the market-house in Providence, ob tnesubjcet dT-Bfr* 
sonry; a large 'number of persons were collected aronnd, perkapt fiftjr; Ifr, 
South worth pointed to the masonic hall and asked Mr. Wilkioftoii Imw 
men he supposed had been murdered in that lodge .^ Said W-ilkiDftOB 
ed^ more than five hundred, jou puppy! He said it in an irenieal waj, 
ed a considerable laugh. They both appeared to be excited. 

Quest, by request of Abraham«Wilkinson. Do you know that I saw kh 
point to the hall ? 

Ans. I cannot say positively that you did. You and said Soatliwwtii wov 
facing each other. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Was not my answer a|fW 
generally to masonry, or by means of the institution? 

Ans . I do not know how others understood it, I understood it as applfiB| li 
masons. Charlbs F. Seabul 

Burringlon Anthony y of Providence, Marshall of the ^istnci of RMe* 
Island, sworn, says, I am not a freemason. 

Quest. Have you ever heard Abraham Wilkinson say that there bad %ees 
five hundred, more or less, murders committed in the mason's hall in ProndiSM 
or Pawtucket ? 

Ans. Sometime ago I was coming out of Mr. Searle's office, and beard InI 
talk in the street near the market house, and this called mj.atteatiDatsttt 
market-house window in front of the street. . The cotiTersatioa appeared tsW 
between Mr. Abraham Wilkinson and Mr. Southworth, and upon the'sidi^tl 
masonry and antimasonryVSis 1 inferred from their remarks; and it appsswl 
to be toward the close of their conversation. The only words which I mlM* 
ly recollect were these. — Mr. Southworth said, how many do you tbinkhifi 
been murdered in this hall ? (at the same time throwing his hand up towarlittt 
masonic hall.) Said Wilkinson replied very quick, and rather in a pasM^j 
five hundred, you puppy ! These were the expressions as near as I can r< 
them. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Do you know that I sawlfa 
point at the ball ? 

Ans. I do not know whether you saw him or not. 

Quest, by request of Abraham Wilkinson. In your conversations wilk Ifr* 
Wilkinson at different times, on the subject of masonry, did yon everhisr 
him speak otherwise than of the institution; and did you ever hear him Sfflf 
his opinions to its members ? 

Ans. I cannot recollect any particular conversations with him ontiiatrtk- 

ject. BURRINGTON ANTHOHf* 

John Gardner^ of North Providence, manufacturer having taken the lA^ 
mation, says, in answer to the following question. 

Have you ever heard any freemason justify the murder of William lloi|>^ 
If «o, who was the person, when and under what circumstances? 
;Ans. I cannot say that I have other than this ; about fouryeaisil* 
I fell in with Morgan's book, and with some other disclosures of masoiff i 
and about that time I fell io conversation with Samuel Greene, then ofNM 
Providence, but now of Sraithfield; and I asked him respecting the tiift* 
the disclosures by Morgan and others; and he^gave me rather anevasifsM' 
swer; and very soon began in this way, " he said that any person that tsiJi 
take them oaths and then disclose them, ought to suffer death." Tis «•- 
versation there stopped; I said no more to him nor Jie to me on the wif^ 
This*' conversation took place in our store in Pawtucket, the said Om ^ h ^ 
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father and myself beinff then in business together. Said Greene made this decUi* 
ration deliberately. He went out of the store, and in the course of three or four 
^ajfs after th jt he came in the same store, and then asked me if I bad reported 
that he had said, <it was good enough for Morgan if he was murdered.' I told bin 
I nerer had said so; and then asked him, if there was such a report in circu- 
lation, he said that there was. I told him then he need not lay it to me, for 
I never bad said any thing about the conversation which took place a few days 
before, to any person; this was all that was taid at that time on the subject. 

In answer to a question by the^^mnrittee. 

I belong to that political party in this State, called political antimaaons ; 
there is no mistake abeift that. 

Question by request. Were you a political antimason at the time of this 
conversation; if not why are ^rou a political antimason now? 

Ans. At the time of this oenversation I had rather a farontble t)pinion of 
vsasonry, and could not be considered as an antimason; since that time by 
reading the disclosures which hare been published on the subject of masonry, 
«nd writings on this subject, for I read both sides; I became an antimason. 

In answer to a question by request, I hare never been a maso&« 

Question by request. Did you ever hear Abraham Wilkinson, for any 
•ther person say any thing about a murder said to be committed by masons ia 
Rhode Island, if so please state «t? 

Abs. I •cannot say for certainty, that I have heard Abrabrain Wilkinson 
■ay any thing on this subject, I may have heard him speak of it. I do not 
know that I have heard any thing in particular said on this subject ; but I 
have heard the subject conversed upon frequently, and have also read the ac- 
count of it in the papers. 

In answer to a question by the committee. 

I never heard any person 'say, that he knew of any personsfbeing murdered 
ia Rhode Island by masons. John Gardner, 

Ray Potter, of Pawtucket, Massachusetts, minister ef the gospel, being 
sworn, aays, I have taken one degree in masonry, but atn not an adhering 
Mason. Rev. Moses Tbacher 'called on me I tbink in September or October, 
1831, and shew me a letter relative to the report or statement of said Thacb- 
cr, that a man had been murdered by the grand iodge in this State. This 
letter was from a man in the State of Maine or New Hatnpshire; there was 
an injunction of secrecy in the letter, that the name of the writer should not 
he rerealed ; ajid Mr. Thacher held his thumb paKly over the name of the 
writer. I do not know the name of the writer. His letter stated that tba 
writer had seen the account of said Thacher published in the Masonic Mir- 
ror. And the name of the person, who was said to have been made a mason 
illegally, was Delton C Smith, who now resides in the state of New-YoA, 
and is the brother-in-law of Caleb Sayles; and said Smith has a brother now 
residing in Burrillvilie or Gloucester. The better also represented that this 
affair, relatire to the man's being clandestinely made a mason, took place 
about thirty years ago. The object of the letter was to obtain the name of 
the person, who made said Smith a mason illegally. The writer of the letter 
formerly resided in Rhode Island^ as it appeared (rom the letter, and had 
forgotten the name of the person who illegally made said Smith a mason. Mr. 
Tnacher did not sa^ any thing about what he had done in consequence of bis 
having received said letter. The letter contained no other reference to any 
other facts or circumstances relative to the alleged murder of the person, who 
made said Smith a mason illegally, than what I have before stated. 

Said Thacher communicated to me no other facts or circumstances rela- 
tivo to said alleged murder, than what he had before published in the papers. 
6 
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I do not recollect the Btme of the town where the letter was dated; I aaw tht 
Dame of the town and thiok I saw the post mark. I never have heard thftt 
•aid Thacher has made this letter known. 

Question by the committee. From all that joa found in thai letter, and 
all that Moses Thacher added to it, did you come to the conclusion and be- 
lief, that any such murdor, as was by said Thacher or the writer of the let- 
ter hinted at or alluded to, had ever been committed? 

Ans. I did not come to any such conclusion. 

Ques. Have you ever mentioned and ci^xulated the circumstances related 
in your last answer; have you done so frequently and publicly? 

Ans. I have spoken of them a number of tiroes, from the time of the com- 
munication of Mr. Thacher to me. I have had some fears and auspicioos 
that the murder was committed. My reasons for those fears and aaspicioDs 
were that in the first place, I knew ihe penalty of the masonic obligations to 
be death in case of revealing the secrets; and if masons thought it right to 
annex such a penalty, thsy might of course think it right to kiflict their pen- 
alty for revealing the secrets, as evidently was the case of Morgan. These 
are all the reasons I have to give for my fears and suspicions. 

Qnestion by the committee. Do you consider that an anoaynoas letter 
ought to be receivetl by any man as evidence in relation to so high a charge 
as murder; especially when the person, who shews such a letter, is in sont 
degree committed by making the charge, and is to be essentially benefited by 
the contents of such letter, or the impression it may make ? 

Ans. I think not. 

In answer to a question by the committee. I had been conversing with saitf 
Thacher relative to his statement published in the papers alladiog 
to the murder of a man said to have been made illegally a maso»; and » ceo- 
sequence of this conversation, he shew me the letter before referred to. 

Questioe bj committee. Did you and Mr. Thacher have any convent- 
tioD about the murder itself, and about the circumstances of, and who proba- 
bly were concerned in it? 

Ans. I don't recollect that we had aay conversation npon the subject after 
fbe letter was produced, we were presently called to tea, if there was snj 
farther conversation, I can't recollect it. 

Ques. Sd. Did you consider that Mr. Thacher put his Uramb on tW 
same for the purpose of coneealin/a^ it ? 

Am. I did, I have ne doubt of that. 

Ques. 3d. Did you notwithstanding endeavor to see it? What part of it 
did jou see? 

Aas. I was desirous of seeing the name, and did see the christian dsdn. 
I eukh recollect it; it appears to me that it began with an O, something like 
Orin, but I can't recollect. Mr. Thacher appeared to be willing that I 
sbo»id see part of the name, and said he would give the whole name if tke 
writer had not requested that bis name should not be mentioned. 

Id answer to a question by the committee. After seeing this letter I dii 
sot. make any inquiry relative to said alleged murdert for I did not ksov 
wbero to inquire. 

In ansvrer to a qjuestion by the committee. I was initiated in masonry i* 
the lodge in Pawtucket village, Rhode Island, about ten or eleven years ap; 
and I publicly renounced masonry afler the account of tlig abduction of Mor- 
gaD. I was a soason about §k\t years, and during that time my impressioBf 
were that the penalty of violating my masonic obligation w^s death; but Idi' 
aot reflect upon the obligation; when I thought seriously of it, I reooueced as- 
•onty. 

^ In easwer to a question by the committee. When Mr. Thacher caDod es 
■»*, I took that opportunity to inquire of him about the publication which be had 
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niftd« relfttire to the alleg^ed murder; and I had no further convel^ation with 
kim on the subject after that time. Said Thacher was so6n after a candidate 
for the senate of Massachusetts. Rat Potter. 

Willard Ballou, sworn, says, I reside in Warwick, R. I. and am a aan^ 
afacturer. I have been and I am now a freemason. I have taken serei 
degrees in masonry. I was admitted and took four degrees in Federal Lodge 
NTo. 80, in the town of Paris, New Y6rk ; and I took the other degrees in 
New Hartford, in the state of New York. I have been master of the War- 
wick Lodge, in Rhode Island, and I was master of that lodge in 18^8. 

i have read Bernard's Liglit on Masonry ; the oaths in that book, up to 
the 6th degree on masonry, inclusive, are substantially the same as the oathf 
which I took in these degrees, and the oaths which I have seen administered 
in the Manchester Lodge and Warwick Lodge, in Rhode Idand, 

There is no difference between the oath in the first dec:rce administered t« 
me^ and the oath I have seen administered in tl:ie said lodges in Rhode Island; 
and no material variation in the 2d degree. In the oath' in the master's de- 
^ee, in addition to the oath in Bernard, I swore to support the constittrtion 
of the grand lodge of the United States. The oaths which I heard adminis- 
tered in the Manchester lodge and in the Warwick lodge, were substantially 
the same as the oaths in Bernard's light on masonry^ except some clauses in 
these latter oaths were left out. One clause left out was the words that ** 1 
will remember a brother master mason when on my knees before Almighty 
God ;" and also the words, " I will go on a master mason's errand, &c" 

Question. Did you ever receive a letter in the royal arch cypfeer ? 

Answer. I did. And the Jetter now shown to me is the letter which I 
received. There was nothing in the letter except the cypher and a piece of 
ibiae paper. This cypher, when interpreted by the cyphers laid down in Ber- 
nard's book, page 138, means ^^ Revenge is sweet J^ I do not know from 
whom this letter came. 

Questions by committee. 

1 at. Have you ever taken the degree of royal arch mason ? 

Ans. I have not. 

2d. Have you ever formally w publicly seceded or withdrawn yourseJOT 
from masonry ? 

Ans. I never have. I signed a paper certifying that Elder R. Potter 

fave the purport of the entered apprentice's oath correct. Tiiis i^ all I have 
one. This was the 2oth of July last. ' 

3d. Have you means of ascertaining whether the letter came from a ma- 
son or an antimasoh ^ 

Ans. I hav? not. I can merG'y give ray supposition. The latter part 
of the year 1827, 1 think, I was at Manchester lodge ; there were two can- 
didates to be initiated that nights There was no one present that bclcn^cd 
to the lodge ^hat felt competent lo giv* th? obligation ; several inembera 
inquired for Morgan's book that they might give the obligations out of that, 
I told of it afterwards ; that I suppose was the r.casoxi of my reccirin^ tae 
1ett«»r from Connecticut. I know of no other. 

4th. What was the fourth decree that you received ? 

Ans. It was called the union degree. I ncvpr saw rt administered in 
this state. The seventh degree as I took it was the :uost excciknt master. 
The penalty in the union degree, which I took, was to have my body severed 
from shoulder to hip diagonally. 

Ques. Did you ever know the word affirm used in admii'.isteriD*^* masonic 
(Oaths ? 

Ans. I never did. Wilx*arj> Ballpu^ 
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Samey Phelp9^ twora, tayt, I reside in Smitbfield, Rbod« Iiland, and I 
am a machinist. I have taken three degrees in maionrj. I am not now ai 
adhering mason ; but hare not made a public renunciation. I took the three 
degrees in Columbia lodge, No. thirty-four in Brattleborough, Vt. The oathi 
administeired to me were substantially the same as the oaths in thee three de- 
grees in Bernard's light on masonry. I received the degrees in the fall of 
1826. I think I considered the obligations binding about two years; and I 
was then convinced^ that they were not binding. 

Quest. Did you ever hear any mason in a lodge or out of a lodge, jvsiiff 
the death of Moi^an? 

Ans. I heard a mason say, that allowing that Morgan had got his throat 
cut from ear to ear^ and allowing that the book which he had publi8ji«4 was 
true, he bad had justice done him, or words to that effect. The masoa wm 
Timothy Bracket of Guilford, Vt. and he uttered this declaration sone that 
in October, 1830, I thiiik. His declaration was made in the ' highway, ia 
Guilford, near the door of his house ; his wife and my sister were present. I 
do notrecellect that any other persons were present. The subject of mason- 
ry was introduced by some one among bs. I do not know whether said Brack- 
et was in anger or not; he did not appear to be. 1 and Mr. Bracket always 
had been on friendly termsw Mr. Bracket is a paper maker, I believe — ^I do 
Bot know but he is a respectable man. • Biaxat Ph&lfs. 

Orrin PacJeard svrwn, say, I "reside in Cumberland, R. I. and aaa 
blacksmith. I am a freemason^ I have taken five degrees in masonry. I 
took the three first degrees in the Pacific lodge, at Amherst, Mass. I took 
the other two degrees in Mark lodge,, Cumberland, R. I in the year 18S7, 1 
think. 

Quest. What did you hear said in the grand lodge in said Cumberland rel- 
ative to the Morgan affair? • . 

Ans. At the annual election of the officers of the Cumberland lodge in 1891 
or 8 I think; there were officers of the grand lodge present at this time, ia 
regular lodge meeting. These officers were Peter Grinell, Barney Meiry, 
Richard Anthony grand master, and I think Samuel Greene and some other 
gentlemen from Providence. Mr. Anthony spoke about the death of Morgaa 
and said there was' no doubt that Morgan was killed; this was the first time I 
bad heard of it. Mr. Anthony said probably it would come out in print shortly; 
and that he should read it in his family the same as any other print, and let it 
pass, or words to that effect. There was nothing else on this subject paited 
at that time in the lodge. I do not consider myself bound by any of the ma- * 
sonic obligations which I took. Orrin Packard. 

John A. KerUj of North Providence, in the village of Paw tucket, swora, 
says, I am not and never have been a mason. 

Quest. 'Have you ever heard any masons justify or palliate the murder of 
Morgan, if so, who were they, what where the declarations, when made, and 
under what circumstances ? 

Ans. Some time last summer, in the village of Pawtucket, Mr. Henry 
Lord stated to me, that '* if Morgan had revealed the secrets and obligations 
be had just what he had agreed to have done; if any man would take such ob- 
ligations as lie had and reveal them, he ought to suffer death." 

Henry Lord, said be had taken twenty degrees in masonry, and said if 
he had money he would go clear up, he stated this before three others, via >- 
William Bagly, Mr, Child, and Mr. Jonathan West. Said Lord ia a na- 
chinist and painter. I was speaking to said Lord about the murder of Mor^ 
gau and askod him if masonry was so good a society, how they cane to take 
the life of Morgan ? 
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lo antirer U a question by the ccmautte*. I Barv btcin hert more or fog* 
•verj day tinea the committee hare been in session. I am an antimason I 
tbave come bere^ and have attended this examimation of mj own accord. 

John A, Kent. 

. Jffetury Lardy of Proridence, R. I. manufacturer, sworn, says, I am a 
freemason, and have taken the following degrees in masonry: three degrees 
I ^M>k in the state of Cobnecticut,and the higher degrees I took of Jeremy L. 
Cross. I took all the degrees regularly op to the degree of royal arah ma- 
son inclusive. I then was made a member of the select council. I took the 
following ineffable degrees, royal and select master, perfect master, omaa 
eagle, and Mediterranean pass. 

Question by the cammUlee . Do you recollect the conversation imputed to 
you by John A. Kent in his deposition now read to you relative to the murder 
of Morgan? 

Ans. Said John A. Kent used to be in the habit almost every day of speak- 
ing to me on this subject in a jocose manner, and he would clench me by the 
sack, and call me a murderer, and make use of many grimaces, exhibit the signs 
which are laid down in the. antimasonic almanacks. I did not think he was 
serious,, until Mr. West told me that he had circulated repoKs about him.— 
After this time I had some conversation with said Kent, and told him that if 
Morgan was killed he was not killed by masons, for the principles of masonry 
did not justify such conduct. I never have uttered any such declaration as 
aaid Kent has imputed to me ; and have not said any thinr to him justify- 
ing the murder of Morgan. And the inference which said Kent should have 
drawn from all my conversation on this subject was that I did not intend to 
justify the murder of Morgan, and that the principles of masonry did not jus- 
tify said murder. Our conversations on this subject were carried on in a jo« 
eose and ironical manner. 

Ques/fon by request of B, Cranston, Has not said Kent spent most of 
his time in abusing masons ? 

Ans. At that time bis whole theme was on this subject; and the most of 
hia conversation was blackguarding masons and masonry . 

Qjuestion by request of Wiltiam Harru, You allude to the Mediterranean 
pass as being of advantage to those who have taken it, please to explain in 
what way it would be benefioisl. 

Ans. At the time I took this degree, I took it with the officers of Commo- 
dore Decatur's squadron, and at that time the United States were at war 
with the Turkish powers in the Mediterranean, and the degree would have 
been beneficial to su«h of our countrymen as might have fallen into the hands 
of their enemies. 

Qu/estion by request of J. S, Cook. Would it not in your opinion hare 
bsen beneficial in softening the barbarous treatment towards prisoners. 

Ans. I think this was the object of this degpree. 

Hknrt Lord. 

Caleb Saylesj of Wrentham, Massachusetts, manufacturer, sworn, says, 
in answer to the following questions. 

Question by the Committee. Have you seen a statement in the newspa- 
pers published by Rev. Moses Thacher, relative to a conversation said to 
have taken place between him and yourself on the a Hedged murder of a man 
in St. John's hall ; and if so, is that statement a correct account of the eon- 
Tsrsation which took place between said Thacher and yourself ? 

Answer. I have seen this statement published by said Thacher, and it 
is not a correct accouat of the conversation between him and myself. I pub- 
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lifhed ft reply in tht Masoiac Mirror, in Bottoi| to tli« statMBtot of aM 
Thacher; and this replj was a correct statement of the confertation betwtta 
said Thacber and myself. 

In answer to a question bj tbe Committee. I am a freemason and ban 
taken twentj-five or six degrees in masonry, and I took the three first d^;recs 
in Watertown, in the state of New York ; I took all the otfaer degrees, 
(except some ineffable degrees,) in Rhode Island. 

In answer to a question by the Committee. The statement to the publis 
in reply to the statement of said Moses Thacher, relative to tbe murder 
Alleged to have been committed by the grand lodge of Rhode Island, published 
in the Rhode Island American and Gazette, a newspaper printed in Provi- 
dence, September the 27th, 1831, and dated North IVrentham, Sept. lOj 
1831, is the same statement which I published in the Masonic Mirror ; and 
this statement is substantially true in every respect. I do not know the nam 
of the person who is said to have been murdered. I have made inquiries for 
the name of the person, but have not been able to ascertain it ; and I beard 
daring the oxamination before this committee, that his name was Smith. I 
received the information which I communicated to said Thacher, from mj 
brother-in-law, Delwin Smith, who, at the time I received said infonnatJM, 
resided in Watertown, in the state of New York; and I do not know whetber 
my brother-in-law is now living or not. I have not heard from him in aboit 
twelve years. 

Question by Committee. At the time of your conversation with Mr. Mosei 
Thacher, as you have above stated, what was his reply to the communica- 
tions you made to him; what opinion, if any, did he express on the oecasioa } j 
Did he express any belief in the truth of the rumor or story ; did fa^ eipreii 
any opinion favorable or unfavorable to masonry; did he intimate any inteotioa 
to quit the fraternity ? 

Answer. I do not recollect what reply said Thacber made, if any, w what 
•opinion he then expressed on my communication, if any ; and I do -not 
recollect that he did or did not express any opinion either favorable or ui- 
lavorable to masonry ; and I think he did not make any intimation about 
«eceding from the fraternity, for if he had, I think that I should have remem- 
iiered it. 

!■ answer te a question by the Committee. I have never bad any convier- 
-sation with said Thacher on this subject since that time. 

Question by request of Walter Paine. Jr. Did you know that Mr. Thacher 
was a mason at the time you held this conversation with him? 

Answer. I did« 

Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr. What was your raotire in raakmf 
this communication. 

Answer. My motive was to give htm information of this circumstance is 
connexion with the Morgan affair. I do not recollect that I have ever stated 
«ny other reason for giving this information . 

Request of John S. Harris. 

Please to ask Mr. Sayles to answer the seven questions contained in tbe 
Boston '< Free Press" of October 12, 1831, And obli8:e yours, &c. 

The Hon. Com. J. S. HARRIS. 

By the Committee. Please give an answer to each of seven interrogatioai 
hereunto annexed, taken from the Boston Free Press of October 12, 1831. 

1. Did you, or did you not, relate the same story to other masons, hemti 
members of St, Alban^s i^dge ? 

2. You say, thatthe ^'conversation with Mr. Thacher was ia IBS8 ;" ui 
that '^ soon qfter^'* this conversation, you made inquiry in the ** back teiwassf 
Rhode Island, in order that you might be aatisftad, if poasibJe, a» a maMBp 
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whether there was, in troth, anj foundation for the story with which joa hadE 
precipilcUely, alarmed jour brethren." Did jou, or did jou not, so late as 
the spring of 1829, relate the same storj to a mason, who was not a member of 
St. Albao's Lodge ? • 

. S. Did, or did not, a freemason, who was also a knight tempfar, so late as 
the spring of 1829, ask you, in substance, if it was inUnded that masonic 
penalties should be executedy in case the oath of secrecy were violated ? 

4. Did you, or did you not, give it as your opinion, that it was the inten- 
tion of freemasonry, that the penalties should be executed, in case the oath of 
secrecy were violated ? 

5. Did you, or did you not, at that time, give this as a reason, why ma* 
aonic penalties should be executed, '' Thcd mcuonic law was older than ewii 
law ?" 

6« Did you, or did yon not, give thi» same mason to understand, that you,, 
as one, would be willing to assist in executing the masonic penalty upon a de- 
lioquent, who had violated his oath of secrecy ? 

7. In order to impress upon the mind of this freemason, that it was intended 
Masonic penalties should be executed, did you, or did you not, bring the Grand 
Liodge of Rhode Island, as aothority, by relating substantially the same story, 
irftb which you say, in 1828, you '' had precipitately alarmed your brethren?'* 

Answer to Ist. I answer in the affirmative. 

Answer to 2d. I answer in the affirmative. 
, Answer to 3d. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 4tb. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 5th. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 6th. I answer in the negative. 

Answer to 7th. I answer in the negative. 

Question by the Committee. Did you reply to the publication of said 
Thacher in the Boston Free Press of October the 12tb, 1831. 

Answer. I did reply to said publication of said Thacher, in the Masonis 
Mirror published in Boston ; I think, in October, 1831. Caleb Satles. 

Samuel Youngs of Providence, grocer, sworn, says, I am a freemason and 
have taken seven degrees in masonry. 

Question by the committee. Have you heard the reports in circulation rel> 
ative to a man's being murdered for disclosing masonic secrets? If so please 
state what you know or have heard relative to this affair. 

Ans. I recollect that about two years ago there was a report in circula* 
tion and very prevalent in this town, that a man by the name of Smith, I 
think his name was Thomas H. or Thomas S. Smith, had been murdered in 
jSt. John's hall in Providence. I was very well acquainted with the wife of 
this said Smith, and she frequently visited my house since her husband has 
been missing; and I never heard her say or intimate that she thought or be*^ 
Ueved that her husband bad been murdered, she has told me that her husband 
^ent away or absconded. I have understood that this Smith was the same 
maD, who has been represented by Moses Thacher from the press and pulpit, 
to have been murdered in St. John's hall. I never heard it reported that ktny 
orther person was murdered in that hall, and therefore I drew the inference 
that said Thacher alluded to this Smith in the statements whish he has made 
•—said Smith formerly resided in Gloucester, in this State. 

Question by request of John Harris, Did you ever hear Mrs. Smith 
say, that her husband had been summoned before the lodge. And was not 
lier maiden name Bo wen, and was not Bowen a high mason E 

Ans. I never heard Mrs.' Smith say that her husband had been summoned 
before the lodge. Mrs. Smith's maiden name was, I think, Maria Bowes, 
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daughter of Doctor Bowen who fonnerly retidwl in Proridenc*. I do mC 
know whether her father was a mason or not. 

In ofifioer lo a question by ihe committee, I never heard it nimoreddr 
reported, that anj other person, than said Smith, had been murdered in St 
John's hall, or by the grand lodge, or by any other lodge, or by masona, iatUi 
State. Samubl Young. 

Thomas Truesdelly of Providence, merchant, having taken the affirmalm 
says, ift answer to the following questions, says. 

Question by the committee. Have you heard the reports in circalation tel- 
tive to a man being murdered in St. John's hall in Providence for diacloaing 
masonic secrets. If so please state what you know or have heard relative In 
this affair. 

Ans. It has been frequently reported that Thomas Smith, formerly rf 
Gloucester in this State had been murdered in St. John's hall in Providenes. 
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This report I think I beard about a year ago. I knew this Thomas 
very well; and I think in 1821, he started to come to Pro? iderce from Grlov- 
eester, and the report came in town that he had been robbed, and it was fear- 
ed that he had been made way with by the robbers; and considerable iaqnky 
was made for him; and it iras reported that his horse and waggon was iond 
in Cranston or Johnston; and the supposition after this was, that he hadgwM 
to Kentucky or Ohio. He was owing the firm of Wheaton & Traeadell abost 
$550y and we sent our accounts out to a young man by the name of Browi| 
son of Doct. Brown, then residing at Louisville, for collection; and tlie sam 
year Mr. Wilder; the partner of Judge Jesses Tourtellott came from Ohio to 
Providence by the way of New-Orleans, and upon inquiry he told me that hi 
saw said Thomas Smith in New-Orleans; said Wilder said he felt satiM | 
that it was Thomas Smith whom he saw; as he approached said Smith in Ns* 
Orleans Smith sheared off and did not give said Wilder a. chance te spssk 
with him, as he was ashamed to see said Wilder. This last fall I inquindflf 
Judge Tourtellott whether he had seen* said Thomas Smith, and he said li 
had not; but that said Smith was in the neighbourhood of Cincinnati in thi 
year IS'^l, as said Tourtelotte was informed by his friend. This Thomu 
Smith is the same person who has been reported to have been murdered in 8t 
John's hall in this town; I have never heard of any other person's being Bar* 
dered in St. John's hall or in any other masonic hall or by masons m tUi 
State. I am not a freemason and have never been. Said Wilder was weH 
acquainted with said Smith and was brought up in the same town with bia. 
The obserrations which said] Wilder made to me there, on my inquirisf 
of him if he had seen Thomas Smith, he said je$f I saw him in New-Orleasi 
but did not speak to him; I tried to speak to him but he avoided me. I thes 
said to said Wilder are you sure you saw Thomas, and he replied yes, I aa 
sure of itf for I was brought up close by him. Thomas -TauBSJ^BLi. 

Lewis C. Brown, of Smithfield, Rhode Island, mill wrigbt| sworn, n/i> 
in answer to the following questions. 

Answer to first general interrogatory, on paper marked D. I am a fret- 
mason, and have taken the several degrees in masonry up to the royal areb 
degree, inclusive. I took the three first degrees in the morning star lodgs ■ 
Cumberland, and the other degrees in the chapter in Providence;- and I as 
still an adhering mason, I do not attend lodges very often, but do not coaiider 
myself as having withdrawn from masonry. 

Question by request. Did you ever have any difficulty with the ledp at 
Cumberland and the grand lodge? If so what' was it^ and wbat wars tht 
proceedings? 
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Ana. I nerer bftd any diAcultr with the grand lodge. There was soma 
lifficultj between myself and the Morning Star lodge in Cumberland in the year 
1814. This difficulty began by some of the members of said lodge being at 
rariance with me; this difficulty happened in this way: I was absent from the 
State, and some of my creditors, being members of said lodge, attached my 
real estate. And one of these creditors did not succeed in his attachment of 
my property ; and then accused me of cheating him. And this creditor mada 
a complaint to said lodge against me for defrauding him; and the lodge took 
notice of it, and appointed a committee to investigate the subject. And on aa 
iorestigation the committee unanimously reported against me to said lodge; 
a6d I appealed from the report of said committee to a second committee, as I 
had a right to do by the by-laws of said lodge. This second committee in- 
Testigated the affair and also reported to said lodge against me. And as I 
was at this time a member of the chapter in Providence, the same complaint 
was made, after the report of the second committee to the said chapter — and 
the chapter appointed a committee of three to investigate said affair and report 
thereon. I think this committee were iVJetsrs. John Carlile and Peter Grinnell, 
aod a Mr. Jackson of Providence. This committee, after hearing the parties, 
reported to the chapter unanimously in my favor, ^fter this report I went 
ta the Morning Star lodge and insisted on being reinstated in said lodge; and 
thia request said lodge refused; and I then made a complaint to the Grand 
Ud|^e, and the Grand lodge appointed a committee of three to investigate tha 
affair and to report thereon. This committee consisted, I think, of Messrs. 
John Carliie and Peter Grinnell of Providence and Mr. Richard Anthony, of 
North Providence. The committee cited the Morning Star lodge to appear 
before them and show cause why I should not be reinstated in said lodge. 
I!he said lodge appointed a committee to represent them before the said com- 
nrittee of the grand lodge; and both parties appeared before the committee 
of the grand lodge. This comoaittee after a full investigation of the subject, 
reported to the grand lodge, that [ should be reinstated in all the privi- 
leges of masonry, and that I should have a right to visit any lodge under 
the jurisdiction of the grand lodge; and this report was adopted by the 
Ipraad lodge; and I then went to the Morning Star lodge, and again claimed 
to be reinstated in all my privileges in said lodge; but said lodge refused to 
reinstate me and contended that the grand lodge had no right to reinstate 
ae. The reason why the Morning Star lodge could not reinstate me was 
Clus: their byrlaws required that to reinstate a member who had been expell- 
ed, there should be a unanimous yote of all the members present. And the 
•ecoad committee of said lodge had reported against my being reinstated, 
except by a unanimous vote oi the members of the lodge present. And when- 
ever the members of the lodge voted upon this hubjcct the pennon who had ac- 
cused me, and some others, voted against me and thereby prevented a unani- 
laous vote. After repeated application to said lodge, I was, I think, in the 
fill of the year 1828, restored to all my former rights and privileges in said 
lodge, by an unanimous vote of said lodge. My accuser had, at this time, 
removed into the State of New-York. 

^estion by request. After this, or before this, or at any time, did you 
with another person write sometliing against the institution of masonry, which 
got before some person or persons not masons, and which when known to ma- 
sons or the lodge, created another or the same difficulty ? 

Ans. I believe that there was no difficulty created by any thing I ever 
wrote on this subject. During the difficulty before referred to I kept a jour- 
saiy and wrote in it the reports of the committees, and comments on some 
parts of their proceedings which I deemed illegal and unmasonic; and I also 
wrote letters to the lodge on this subject ef which the lodge did not approve. 
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All the proceedings before the said committees, and in the said lodge, chap- 
ter aod grand lodge are matters of record in their set eral bodies. The per- 
son who made the accusation against me, urged against me before the com- 
mittee and the grand lodge the fact that I had kept said journal and written 
said letters, representing that I had written against masonry; but the com- 
mittee of the grand lodge decided that I had not written anj thing agaioit 
masonrj; but that I had onlj written against the conduct of certain masons 
in self defence. 

Question by request. Did you understand that the lodgers persisting in tk 
first judgment was on account of what you bad said against the institution, or 
against masonry, or on some other account ? 

Answer. It was not on account of any thing said or written against ma- 
sonry ; Tor I do not consider that I had said or written any thing agaioU 
masonry, for the reasons which I have before stated. 

Question by request. Did the lodge some two or three years ago, or any 
masons pay or offer to pay back all the money which you had paid them upon 
certain conditions ? if so state the reasons and conditioos. 

Answer. No such offer was erer made to me. 

Question by request. Have you ever known any person to obtain masonry, 
or the degrees in masonry, illegally, or as they say, clandestinely ; if so wU 
was the person, and who gave said degrees on such illegal information; whcT« 
did the person reside, and what became of him, and where was he tried if 
tried at all ? 

Answer. No such case ever came within my knowledge. 

Question by the Committee. Have you ever received any infonnatioi 
which induced you to believe ffxzt any such case ever happened within this 
state. 

Answer I never had any knowledge of such a case and never received 
anj information which was proof to mj mind that such a case ever did happen 
in this state. I have heard it reported, but I never heard it reported by any 
pcraon who knew the fact, (one of the persons from whom I heard this report 
was my father,) that one Joseph Follet, formerly of Cumberland, obtaiaed 
lULionry clandestinely, but I do not know from whom. I have heard no new 
eireuDj&anees about this report. I heard this report about thirty-two yenn 
ago. I cannot tell whether the persons from whom I heard the report were 
masons or not ; my father was not a mason, but was rather opposed to ma» 
sonrj. lliis report has been revived within about five yea^s, and was circiH 
lated in a Vermont paper. This report in the Vermont paper I -knew to be 
incorrect. The account stated the case to be about fourteen years ago ; it 
did not name the person, but came so near the report of the Follet case, that 
I thought it must be that case. I knew the report of the Follet case to have 
been made about thirty-two years ago ; and at that time it was represented 
as having taken place not a great many years previous to that time. I irns 
well acquainted with said Joseph Follet ; he died about twenty years ago, 
and left two daughters, one of whom, the younger, married my brother, "ifte 
elder daughter of the said Follet, I think, is about thirty-five years old ; and 
the younger daughter, the wife of my brother, Fenner Brown, is about thirty 
years old. My father died in the year 1800. 

Question by the Committee. What other .rwraors have you heard on this 
•ubject. 

1 have seen the rumors in the newspapers reported by Moses Thacher snd 
others, and I considered that they had reference to the same case. TTis 
person alluded to in these reports, I consider to be the same person who is 
said to have made said Follet a mason clandestinely. In conversation wrlh 
my brother's wife, she said that her mother told her that a stranger came ttt 
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board in her mofber't familj, and that her mother washed the strao^er'a 
cjoaths, and that on one occasion she saw some blood on his shirt ; this 
stranger Soon after disappeared. I do not know that the stranger was known 
in the neighborhood ; it is supposed that Mr. Follet knew him. I do not 
recollect that ray sister-in-law told me that Mr. Follet knew him. I think 
that my brother's wife said, that her mother told her, that the stranger was 
iatimate with Mr. FoHet, and that said Follet and the stranger were often in 
a room alone. 

In answer to a question by the Committee. I was intimately acquainted 
with Follet, but never heard him say that he was clandestinely made a masoO| 
and never heard him say that any person had suffered by masons on his ac*^ 
count. 

In answer to a question. I was from twenty to twenty-five years old at the 
time of the death of Mr. Follet. 

Question by request. What has been represented by Mr. Follet's family 
as his feelings and mind upon this subject when in his last sickness. 

Answer. I never heard it represented by said Follet's family that he had 
changed his mind on the subject of masonry. Said Follet was buried with 
masonic honors. 

I never heard from any of said Ifollet's family, that he said any thing about 
the stranger before alluded to, nor of any person's having suffered by masons. 

Question by request. Were you not restored to your masonic privileges by 
the grand lodge because they were afraid you would publish your difficulties 
to the world ? 

Answer. I think the grand lodge restored me to my masonic privileges 
because justice required that it should be done. I cannot know their motives. 

Question by request. Did you threaten to publish the proceedings had -at 
that time, and did not your friends in. the grand lodge as you understood say 
that if you were not restored, you would publish the whole proceedings. 

Answer. I think there was something of that kind said by the'cemmittee of 
the morning star lodge on this subject, to the committee of the grand lodge* 
(there was nothing said in the grand lodige,) but do not know what effect it had. 

Qaestion by the committee. Did the controversy relate to a difficulty be- 
tween yourself and the lodge ; and would there have been any thing improper 
in your publishing these proceedings ? 

Answer. It did. There was nothing that would have injured the princi- 
ples of masonry if these proceedings had been made public ; but would only 
have shown the inconsistent conduct of the lodge. * 

Question by request. Have you ever read Morgan's illustrations of ma- 
sonry, or Bernard's light on masonry ; if so, are they, or either of them suh- 
stantially correct ? 

Answer. I have read some parts of Morgan ; I have not read Bemari. 
I think that Morgan wrote* as vrell as he knew ; the reason of my opinioa it, 
I think that he wrote the book to get money by it, and that ha would <f( eourte 
write as correct as he knew ; there are some errort in it in mj opinion. I 
could not point out the errors without looking the hook through. 

Question by request. Have yon ever taken what is termed a eheck degree 
or test oath, and have you had given to you since 18S6 a new paes word ? If 
•o when, and by vfhom, and what did you understand occasioned it ? 

Answer. I took what is called a check d^ree, in the morning star lodge, 
Cumberland, some time in the year 1828. The de^e was firen by the 
presiding officer of the lodge. There was but l|ttle aaid about it at the time ; 
the object was to keep out of the lodge such pertont at might get kaowladga 
enough out of Morgan's book and others to get in to the lo^a. 

Question by request. Did you understand that this degree cant from Ntw 
York ? 
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Answer. I understood that this degree bftd beeo lately receiyedy but frm 
wbence it was not explained or told to me. Lbwis C. Browji. 

Jesse Brovon^ of Cumberland, R. I. farmer, sworn, sajs, I am a freema- 
son. I have taken three degrees in masonrj; and I was initiated in masoii- 
rj, more than thirtj-five jears ago in St. John's lodge, in Providence, R. I. 

Qatslion byrequest of John Harris, Do you know of any person having 
been made a mason illegally, or clandestinely, if so who was the man, and 
who made him such, and where was he made, and what was the name of the 
person, who it was said, made him such ? 

Ans. I do not know of any such ease. It was a common report in nj 
neighbourhood in Cumberland, that one Follet, late of said Cumberland, wu 
clandestinely made a mason. It was reported that the man's name who made 
said Follet a imson clandestinety was Adams.^I do not recollect bis christian 
name, and am not quite positive that his name was Adams. The report wai, 
that said Adams removed some time after this to tbe westward, aad that bt 
embarked in a vessel from Providence with his family. It was reported that 
said Follet was clandestinely made a mason by said Adams in Massaeha- 
setts. Said Adams was a transient person and professed to be a mason. — 
Said Follet was not satisfied with the manner in which he had been made a 
mason, and came forward and was made a mason in the Morning Star lodge 
in Cumberland, in the legal way. It was said Adams was going to remove 
some distance to the west; and isome of my masonic brethren . told me that 
they saw said Adams and his family on board the vessel in Providence. 
Said Adams had visited the Morning Star lodge with myself and other na- 
sons; and we had become some acquainted with him^ I heard it rep«ited 
that tsaid Adams made another man a mason clandestinely, but do not re- 
collect his name, it was not in my neighbourhood. I do not recollect that said 
Adams visited the lodge after these transactions » This traniactioB wia 
generally known in Cumberland by masons and other people too. 

Question by request (^ John Harris, Did you ever know that said Adaau 
was called upon by the lodge in Cumberland, or any other lodge for what he 
had done. Did you understand that the lodge or masonry had any thing t» 
do with his going away, or paid any thing towards his removal? 

Ans. I never knew that the lodge in Cumbeiland or any other lodge called 
upon said Adams for what he had done, but I understood that several masoas 
conversed with him on the subject, and asked why he had done so? and I n- 
derstood that he replied that he did it to get funds to remove himself and 
family. I never have heard that the lodge or masonry had any thing to de 
with said Adam's going away or paid any thing towards his remoTaf. 

In answer to a question by committee. 

I cannot recollect exactly how long ago this transaction took place, but I 
think it must be more than twenty years ago. 

Question by request <^ John Harris, Have you not frequently said er 
thought there was something wrong about this transaction, so far aa masoarj 
was concerned ? 

Ans. I have not; further than I have heard it said, and hare tbougU 
myself that said Adams did wrong in getting said FoUet's money from bim. 

Q^es^ion by rsquest of Joseph S, Cook. Did yeu ever hear or do y«i 
know, that Adams suffered in any way, for communicating the masonic aecrcti 
and making clandestine masons ? 

Ans. I never knew or heard of his suffering in any way, except thai lever- 
al of his brethren spoke to him and told him that what he had doae was a 
breach of his trust. 

Question by nqveit of ffiUiam Onris. Have jou heard froia Mr. Ftl- 
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let^s familj, or any other person respecting a stranger who boarded at Mr 
FoUet's and went awaj suddenly; and of Mrs. Follet's discorering blood oa 
bis clothings which she washed ? 

Ans. I neyer did. Jesse Browx. 

Samuel S. Ptckham^ of Middletown, being sworn, saith in answer to the 
following questions. 

Have you ever heard a mason of reputable standing in society, justify or 
palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, when was it, 
what was the occasion and manner of expressions' Did it appear to be the 
deliberate opinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the warmth 
of debate or retort? Had there been any thing previously said in accusation 
of masonry or masons? 

Ans. He thinks he has, one only, he was James Tuell, blockmaker of this 
town, it was about two montlis ago, in at Capt. Varrs' store, there were a 
number of others there, Capt. Hilliam and John Vars were there, who else 
he don't at present recollect We fell into conversation upon the subject of 
Morgan's death; Tuell began about antimasonry; witness then told him he 
had beard that he had said, that there iwe 3 or 4 men in town who he wish* 
ed were served the same as they said M^an was; this he denied, and then 
said that if any man should do as Morgan had done, he would deserve to have 
his throat cot, and that any man who belonged to a religious society and 
ahould come out from it, and try to pull it down, he would deserve to be served 
the same way. He (witness) met said Tuell some days after, and reminded 
him of what he had said about a church member, when Tuell said if he had 
said so, it was wrong and he was sorry for it. What Tuell said about Mor* 
gun appeared to be his deliberate opinion. He, witness, had frequently bad 
conversations with said Tuell upon the subject of Morgan, sometimes pleas- 
antly and sometimes in warmth. He knew TueU to be a nsason, or expected 
that he was. 

Ques. Do you belong to the antimasonie party, which haa voted itself to 
be a political party; are you one of a committee' appointed by that party? 

Ans. 1 do not consider myself bound to any party whatever. I am under 
BO pledge to any, and bold myself free to act according to my own senti^ 
Bents, but I profess to be an antimason, and opposed to all secret societies. 

QMes. Dra you attead the antimasonie state convention at its last meeting 
in Providence? 

Ans. He did. He was chofien by a raeetii^ of those who are opposed to 
seeret societies, in Middletown. 

Ques. Was you appointed on a eonmittee by that convention? What 
eommittee? 

Ans. He was appointed on a committee; the county committee. 

Ques. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons, or any ma* 
tonic sign given in any court to any judge, juror, officer or witnesses by any 
SMSon? 

Ans. No; ne has never been in court but rery little. 

Qjaestioo by request. Have you at any time while on a jury, had conver* 
•ation with a fellow juror, respecting the masonic triak as they were called, 
an this town, if so what information did he give you? 

Ans. Some where about three years ago, he was taken up as a juror while 
l^re in town^ upon a case in which the town of Newport was interested. 
Stephen Barker, of Middletown, was one of the drawn jurors from Middle* 
town, hat was not one of the Jury. He does not recollect which court it was. 
Thinks it was the fall term of the court, is not eertaia, while on the jnry one 
of the jurors from Hverton, a stranger to him, and whose name he does not 
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recollect, nor from what part of Tiverton he came, in answer to witoesa*^ re* 
mark that he never had been on a jury before, told witness that he nerer had 
but once, and that was on one of the masonic cases^ and manj of the jurors 
being objected to for various causes and taken off, an officer was sent over to 
Tiverton to take up jurors, and thej had a roan there at the four corners to 
tell him, the officer, who to take, that he, the juror, was one that was taken 
up and came over, and sat on the case. He did not tell witness who the man 
was, that was stationed at the corners, nor the name of the officer. He meant 
that the man was placed at the corners by those masons who were opposed to 
Dr. Case. The juror did not tell witness how he came by bis knowledge, and 
he, witness, did not ask him. The juror said that that was the way he came to 
be on the jury, and he should not have been otherwise. The juror said he had 
changed his opinion from what it was, when he was on the jury who tried the 
case. Thecase he, the witness sat on as above mentioned, was the case ef 
Clarke Rodman, town treasurer, vs. Nicholas Hazard. 

Questions by request of George Turner to S. S. Peckham. 1st. Had yon 
heard Tuell say, that there were 3 or 4 men in this town, that he wished 
served in the same way Morgan was; if so, who were those* men, where did he 
say so, and what was the occa^ion^juid what were the circumstances? 

1st. In answer to this, he says, he never heard him say so; he witness 
was told by Tl^^mas Sherman, and he thinks by George Bowen. Witness 
never heard that Tuelt named the 3 or 4 men, or any one else. 

2d. Have you at any time heard other masons, whose names you do not 
recollect, justify or palliate the killing of Morgan ? 

Sd. To this he answers that he does not know that he has. 

Samuel S. Peckham. 

The above named Samuel S. Peckham, being again called says, 

Quest. Was Benjamin Grinnell the name of the juror, who had the conver- 
sation with you stated in your ^deposition. 

Ans. I have ascertained th<it that jurors name was Grinnell. 

Quest. Were you a church member in the same church with James M. Tu- 
ell an() Robert Dennis; if so, have you withdrawn yourself, or left offcoonni- 
-ning with them on account of their being masons? 

Ans. He was a church member with them, and has left off conmuoiDg witk 
them as church members, but not on account of their being ma|ons. I have 
left them because they deny what thousands have declared aboat masons and 
put their names to; and I therefore consider them as not acting up to their 
profession. 

Quest. Have you said and do you think that adhering masons are not (o 
be believed on oath because they have taken oaths not to tell the truth ? 

Ans. That is only my opinion; my meaning is that a mason has taken a 
solemn obligation not to disclose the secrets of masonry; of course I cannot 
believe any thing he says about those secrets. In matters of business I would 
believe him as soon as any one else. 

' In answer to a question he says, that he never had any coufersatioD with 
said Grinnell but in the Senate chamber when on the jury with him. Never 
saw said Grinnell before nor since, to know him, as he recollects. He knew 
the name of the man was Grinnell, because Mr. Stephen Barker who was en 
the jury so informed him a few days after the court, and has tince, latelfi 
again so informed him. Samuel S. .Peckham. 

fVUUam Van^ of the town and county of Newoort, of lawful age« on iol' 
emn oath doth declare, and say in answer to the n»llowin{ interrogatorief : 
Quest Are you a freemason ? 
Ana. I am not. 
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Quest. Do jovL recollect a cooTenatioo taktD{( place in your store about two 
lonths ago, between Samuel S. Peckham and JaiuesM. Tuell, upon the sub- 
let of tbe murder of Morgan ? 

Am. I remember thej had some conversation, but do not now recollect 
'hat it was nor the time. 

Quest, bj committee. Have you anj impression on your mind that any 
ling was said by Tuell in that conversation which went to justify the murder 
r Morgan? 

Ans. He can't say that he has; he can't recollect any conversation of the 
ind. Tuell observed that there wet*e some in Newport who deserved to be 
erred with the same sauce, or something to that effect: this the witness is sure 
r, because he said to Tuell, ^^Now you are going too far." He (Tuell) and 
'eckhara got quite earnest in the conversation. Saml. S. Peckham's depo- 
itiou being read to him, he further says, that he now recollects Peckham's 
ill ing him he had heard that he said the same as stated in said deposition, but 
)es not remember Tuell's answer. The conversation mentioned above took 
lace immediately after 

Quest by Geo. Turner. Who began the conversation in your store; who 
as present besides yourself and your brother John; and did Tuell mention 
ny nanas of those whom he wished served as Morgan had been served ? 

Ans. He does not recollect. William Vars. 

George JBowen^ of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on af- 
rmation, doth declare and say, in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Qoest. 1st Have you ever heard James M. Tuell make use of any express- 
ins going to justify or palliate the murder of Wm. Morgan ? 2d. Have you 
▼er heard said Tuell say that there were three or four men in towi^ who de- 
erved to be served the same as they said Moro^an was?" 

Ans. to 1st part. Whatever conversation I have had with Tuell has been 
a a joking manner. I think that once in his shop he said in a joking manner ^^ 
hat Morgan had been served right; do not recollect that he ever had any 
onversation with him upon the subject in witness' store; remembers that 
^eekham and Tuall were once there, but does not recollect what was said. 

Ans. to 2d part of question he saith, he does not recollect that he ever heard 
lim say so. Whatever I have heard Tuell say upon the subject has always 
leen considered by me as mere joking. 

Quest by request of George Turner. Did you ever hear Tuell make such 
kO expression on more than one oocasion? 

Ans. He only recollects once. 

Quest, by request of same. Did you ever hear any other mason attempt to 
palliate or justify the murder of Morgan ? 

Ans. He don't recollect that he ever did. The witness further saith that 
le has been in the habit of playing mason or antimason just as he happened to 
'nil in with them. Geo. Bowen. 

Thomas Shermany of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest. Have you ever on any occasion, at Geo. Bowen's store or elsc^ 
where, heard Jas. M. Tuell justify or palliate the murder of Morgan? • Have • 
you ever heard him say there were three or four men in town who he wished 
Were served the same as they said Morgan had been served, or words to that 
effect? 

Ans. He can't recollect any thing of the kind. About the time that anti- 
masonry first came up^ he frequently saw Tuell and Saml. S. Peckham tdgeth- 
Br, sometimes in his (witness') shop, sometimes in Geo. Bowen'i; they would 



M 

both get high, aDcl witness and others would put in to keep it i?p; hut thej at- 
wajs ended in good humor. Tueil is a man easilj irritated, and he^ witnesSi 
and Geo. Bo wen and others would amuse themsekes by working upon him 
until he would get into a passion, but after a while he ceased to 
be so operated upon and they then let him alone. He never con- 
sidered any thing that was said as having a serious point of view, nor can ht 
now recollect any thing about those conversations; he considered it all as a 
piecu of sport. 

Questions by request of Gkorge Turner. Did you ever tell Tuell that Ped[- 
ham meant to send Tuell a letter about what he had said? 

Ans. That Peckham told him he meant to or he believed he should send 
Tuell a letter, and this, he, witness mentioned to Tuell. 

Quest Did you ever know Tuell order Peckham not to come to his shop 
again? • 

Ay. That he dont recollect that he ever did. 

Quest. Do you know who used to begin these conversation* ? 

Ans. He cant say who begun the conversations. 

Quest. Did you or did youj not begin your answer to Mr. Hazard's fint 
question, by saying, '^I have forgotten what the conversation was?" 

Ans. He does not recollect how he began the answer? 

Thomas Shearman. 

The said Thomas Shearman being recalled, says, in answer to questions by 
George^Turner, as follows: — 

i^uest. Did you ever hear James M. Tuell mention that there were ia ttii 
town some persons whom he wished served as Morgan had been, and if lo 
who were they, and when was it? 

Ans. I do not recollect any thing of the kind. 

Quest. Do you recollect ha?ing ever stated to Abner Peckham, or inj 
other person, that you had heard Tuell say so? 

Ans. I do not; both the Mr. Peckham's, Samuel and Abner, spoke to us 
about it the other day, and I told them I did not recollect any thing abont tbs 
eoDversations refered to. 

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a mtson ? 

Ans. No; nor an antimason. Thomas Shbarman. 

James M. T\ully of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, os 
•olemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the followug |intenti|Sp 
toriea. 

Quest. Are you a freemason, if so how many degrees in masonry hafe 
*jf0a taken, by what lodges or chapters were you admitted, and at what tint? 

Ans. 1 am a freemason, and about July, 1 826 took three degrees in St. 
John's lodge, No. 1. Newport. 

The part of Samuel S. Peckham's deposition which relates to witness be- 
iafg read to him, he saith in answer thereto, that said Peckham has freqaesl- 
\j been at his shop and endeavored to irritate him about masonry, general!/ 
would introduce the Morgan business; would say provoking things to witness, 
wonld tell him if he and Rook Dennis did not renounce masonry, calling it 
tbnt wretched society, that he would no longer consider them as ebwtli 
' nembefs, sometimes he would call witness Morgan, who in reply would csU 
him anti; freqnentiv both would get very angry and say very hard tbin^ to 
•aeh other, which they neither of them meant. I told Peckham several tunes 



that I did not wish to talk with him upon the subject any more, I wi 
h« would drop it and talk upon things more [profitable, or not come to b/ 
■hop, but he would not ; at the time we were talking about ^oinn, I'tokl 
him I knew nothing about it, he replied you do, you well know £at Hoigas 
was murdered and all you masons know the same. I ansiferad it was ntt ssr 
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thai t did not know it and would not belong to tny society wbidh would be 
voneerned in any such biisiness: afterwards, I tbiok it was the same dajd'n 
which -I \tad (be la^tt conTersation with him already stated, Thomas Sbear- 
fliiaD came to me and said Peckham informs me, he intends writing you a let-^ 
4er, 4o w%ich I answered I dent wish to receive any letter from biro, but if be 
had any thing to say, and would come to my shop like a man, he would bear 
liim, but not any thing about masonry; afterwards be got me to make a pump 
for him, and called and asked him to go and set it, and said if I would, he 
would make an aatiraason of him, that i was half a one already. As t/o tbt 
conversation rcfered to in said deposition as Iteving taken place in Var's store, 
he sajtb, that he recollects going to said «tore, when he thinks one of tbe 
Vars or else Peckham, began a conversation about Morgan, it wa^ one of 
tbe three, fie deos not remember what the conversation ^as more than a child, 
lie was not in the store more than three minutes^ was in a hurry and left ai 
«ooB as he had got what he went for; he dont recollect that he ever laid to 
any person that there were three or four persons in town tivIio ought to be sex- 
wed in the same manner they say Morgan was; he is sure be never thought so. 

Queslion by request of Geo, Turner, When 4id tbe conversation at Van 
lake place, and who besides tbe two Mr. Vars, i^as present. 

^Quesiion 2d. by do. Did you ever begin conversations at your s(bop xn 
elsewhere with Peckham about Morgan^s affair. 

Ans. 1st. He says he does not recollect. 

Sd. He says he don't recollect ever having commenced tbe conversatioa 
with bim at his shop or elsewhere:; it would be commenced sometime, by one, 
sometime tbe other, by passing compliments. Peckham calling bim Morgan, 
and witness calling him brcrther anti. James M. Tubll. 

S-worn to before B. Hazard one of the Committee^ 

Newport, Jan- 3d. 18.02. 

Benjamin GAnnell, of I^tttle Compton, in tlie county of Neif port, of 
lawfbl age, oa.«oleum oath, doth declare and say in answer to the fol- 
lowing interrogations. 

Int Were you one of the petit jury of the March term Su|>. Jujdicial 
Court, A. D. 1829, on trial of a case between Clarke J^dman, Town 
Treasurer of Newport, and Nichols Hazard^ 

Ans. I was. 

Ii^. Were the following persond on that jury w4t-h yoO, riz: Jonathan 
Dennis, Stephen Barker, Clarke Chace, 'J^, Samuel Borden, Stephen 
Simmons, Hazard K. Car^nter^ Gideon Peckham, Johnson Whitman, 
Jonathan Anthonjfr, Samuel S. Peckham, Jethro Peckham. 

Ans. I was not acquainted with many of th« jurors* I recollect 
Clarke Chaee, 2d, Samuel Borden, of Tiverton, and Stephen Sinmions 
of Little Compton ; the latter came into town with me. The rest of the 
jurors I do not know the names of, except that there was one of the 
name of Peckham, who had a mark or something on his chin; his christ- 
ian name I don't know. 

Int. Was you also on the petit jury at the March term same court, 
1828, on the trial of a case between St. John's Lodge, No. 1, in New- 
port, and Francis C. SchafFcr; if so were the following persons on that 
jury with you, viz: William Howland, (Little Compton,) foreman, Wm. 
Turner, Nathaniel Church, Jr., L. Gates, Abraham Barker, John 
Hambly, G>eorge Durfee, (Godfrey Bennett > Arouet LeMunyon, God- 
frey Cooke, John Irish. 

Ans. I recollect William Howlaad, Nathaniel Church, John Hambly 
9 
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Arouet LeMunyon, Godfrey Cuoke and John Irish; but' do not know 
the names of the rest. 

Int. Were you a drawn juror, or taken upon a venire; if the latter by 
what officers were you summoned ? 

Ans. I was taken upon a venire. The ofTiccr's name was Carr, the 
Sheriff, wKo was attended by George Howland, Deputy Sheriff, whom 
I heard say that evening that Mr. Carr had requested him to come with 
him, as he, (Carr,) was unacquainted with the people, and did not 
J^now who were qualified to serve as jurors. 

Int. Who else were taken for jurors by said officers at that time ? 

Ans. William Howland, Jphn Irish, Godfrey Cooke. 

int. Had you any knowledge or any reason to believe that either of 
the parties in said case, or any of their friends, had any agency or direc- 
tion in the taking up of yourself or any of the other persons you have 
named, for jurors? 

Ajis. I had RO such knowledge or belief; on the contrary it was men- 
tioned by George Howland that the object of their coming there was to 
get jurors who did not know any thing about the case. 

Int. Have you ever from that time to this had any reason to believe 
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion in taking np 
those persons and yourself? 

Ans. No. 

Int. Have you ever expressed any such belief to any one at any time: 

Ans. I have no recolleetion at all of having done so in any way or 

shape. 

Question by George Turner. Did Mr. Carr summon you on both of 
the juries you have mentioned ? 

Ans. I was one of the drawn jurors at the March term, 18^, before 
mentioned. 

Question by George Turner. Had you 'ever been on a jury before 
that time; if so how many times and in what cases? 

Ans. I had been on the grand jury twice before the March tenn^ 
1828, but never before on the petit jury to my recollection. 

his 
Benjamin-^ Grinnkll. 
mark. ■ 

Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, of lawful age, on solemn oath, 
doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Quest. Have youevcr known the hailing sign of masons given in anj 
court to any judge, juror or officer, or witness, by any mason? 2d. Have 
'you ever known an^ judge, juror, officer, witness, or other person to 
obey any such sign, and to make any difference in his conduct betweea 
parties on account of one being a mason? 

Ans. To the firnt part of the question he answers he never did. To 
the second part of the question he answers he never did. 

Question by request. Was you ever on a jury when one of the par- 
ties in the case on trial was a mason and the other not a mason, aud 
were there any masons on that jury, if so, what wai; the result? 

Ans. He answers that somewhere towards forty years ago he «m 
on a jury, when a case was tried, where one of the parties was a ma- 
son, when the jury went into their room, eleven of them were immedi- 
ately agreed, the other juror would not agree, and held out until the cooit 
were obliged to take the papers and no verdict in the case was rendered; 
on the next trial he understood that a verdict was given tho same wij 
that the eleven jurorsi were in favor of giving it; the case was one oflhe 
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plainest he ever heard. The juror who held out was a mason. The rest of 
the jury a number of times asked him who held out, why he would not 
sign, and all the reply he made, was, that it was not agreeable to his wish- 
es or to his mind, or something of that kind. He did not know of his own 
iuiowledge that the juror was a mason, neither that one of the parties 
waa a mason, and not the other; nor did he know that there were not 
more Ihan one mason on the jury. But while the jury wcr« out some of 
ihein to account for the twelflh man holding out, said why he is a mason 
and one of the parties is a mason, to which the juror made no answer as 
I recollect, who the person or persons were, that made the remarks wit- 
ness dont recollect. Dont recollect the case or parties, thinks it was the 
superior court. It is rather his impression that Thomas Arnold was fore- 
ma.u; but cannot recollect ; cannot now recollect names of any of the 
iury, but thinks Abner Cundall was one, and a Mr. Oxx of town. Does 
not recollect any other instance of the kind. He is rather of opinion 
that the twelfth juror was a Newport man, but cant be positive. 

DaxNiel Howland. 

John Slevena, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrog- 
atories. 

Ques. Was you one of a jury at the court of common pleas in this 
county, at May term, A. D. 1808, on the trial of a case between Nich- 
olas Webster and Dr. Jonathan Easton; if so, were the following per- 
sons on that jury with you, viz: Daniel Howlaud, ^foreman,) \Villiam 
Malbone, Nathaniel Lyndon, Clarke Taggart, B. labor, Gideon Sea- 
bury, Joseph Stevens, George Engs, John Barker, Philip Peckhaih 
and David Sherman. 

Ans. I was one of the jury on that case, the time I can't recollect, 
but it must have been about that time; recollect part of the jury, viz: 
said Howland, Malbone, Seabury and Engs. 

Ques. Did that jury agree on a verdict, if not how were they divided? 

Ans. I think the court took the papers from us about 12 o'clock, think 
it was Saturday night. The jury I think were about equally divided, 
some were for giving a verdict, and some not. I was for not giving a 
verdict, and I think about half the jury were of the same way. of think- 
ing; I think George Engs was. Mr. Howland was for giving a verdict 
for plaintiff; he put his foot down and said he would*never decide against 
the note, which he said was a true genuine note, or words to that effect. 

Ques. Did you hear any one charge one of the jury with holding out, 
because he was a mason, and one of the parties was amason? Did you 
know that either party was a mason, or that any of the jury were masons? 

Ans. I answer in the negative, and am satisfied no such charge could 
have been made as half the jury were on each side as well as I recollect. 

Ques. Do you recollect on which side William Malbofie was? 

Ans. He was very restless, and anxious to get out i/f the room, and 
did not appear to care any thing about the case. 

Ques. Are you a mason, or nave you ever been? 

Ans. I am not, and hope never to be; but that I may not he misuD^ 
derstood, I add that I am equallv as far from b6ing an antimason. 

John Ste^'Ens. 

John Prentice, of Providence, Merchant tailor, having taien the affir- 
mation says, in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Answer to interrogatories on paper marked D. 

Ans. to 1st. I have been a freemason, and have taken three degrees 
in masonry. I took these degrees in St. John's lodge. No. 2, m rrgv- 
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ideiice> R. I. about eighteen years ago. I consider myself now as alto- 
gether opposed to masonry ; and was informed about a year ago rather 
unofficially, that I had been turned out of the lodge, but do not know 
for what cause. 

Question by request. Are you a political tLntimti^&ii^ 
AxiB, If being opposed to masonry, constitutes an antimason; I anf 
one to all intents and purposes. lam not qualified by the laws erf the 
State to vote. 

Question by request. At what time 4id you become opposed to the 
institution of masonry, and what was the particular circumstaaces which 
led to your conversion to imtimasonry ? 

Ad8. I became opposed to the institution ofmasonry, after I had bf- 
oome satisfied from investigatfon that the whole fabric of the masonic m- 
atitution was based upon falsehood and deception. My mind was also for* 
cibly impressed with the infiueuce of the prmciples of masonry, as they 
were legitimately carried out in the forcible abduction and nmirder of 
William Morgan. And also in the obstructions which were thrown in 
the way by masons^ in obedience to their masonic principles, of the 
conviction of those who were concerned in that wicked transaction. My 
mind became interested to inquire respecting the truth or falsehood of 
masonry, in the winter of 1829; and my mind was fully satisfied onthii 
subject during the winter of 1829 and 1830. 
Ans. to 2d. there was. 

Ans. to 3d. I recollect distinctly, that on taking the first degree, 
these preliminary remarks were made to me ; and in regard to the other 
two decrees I do not recollect distinctly whether they were or were 
not made to me; I think it probable that they were. 

Ans. to 4th. I do not think that I could repeat these obligations. 
The obligations now read to me from paper marked A. in the three 
first degrees are substantially the obligations which I took, with these 
variations and additions: the word affirm was not used in the oaths whidi 
I took. I used the word swear. *' The word my body*^ instead of that, 
referring to tongue, was used in the first obligation. I do not recollect 
the words '^ucithin the first angle ov square ofmywork^* in the fellow craft** 
obligati<)n. In the master's obligation which I took, this expression ii 
in the penalty, ''that there might not be the least track, trace or remeask 
brance of so vile and perjured a wretch, as I should be, were I wiKbOj 
to violate these, my solemn obligations.^* I do not recollect any other 
additions. 
Ans. to interrogatories on paper marked E. 
Ans. to No. 1. This I took. 
Ans. to No, 2. This I took. 

Ans. to No. ^. The words '^and they left to my only election** were not 
administered to me. 

Ans. to 4th. I do not recollect these expressions. 
Question by request. How many points were there in the Master 
mason's oath asyou took it ? 
Ans. I do not recollect. 

A.**s. to 5th. he recollects that the charge now read to him from 
Webb's Monitor, page 46, New-York edition, A. D. 1802, was read to 
him at his initiation in the first degree. He presumes that the charges 
now read to him from same book were the charges read to him at his ini- 
tiations into the 2d and 3d degrees. He considered thft principles ia* 
culcatcd in those charges' to be binding upon him, as being sound moral 
principles, and as being as binding before as aAer they were read to 
him, he considered them as the advice and instruction of the masters of 
tho lodge. 
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he went to the lodge. He did not know that there wereoaths to be 
taken. 

Ans. to 7th. The situation in which I was placed, and the manner in 
which the oaths were communicated made it impossible for me to under 
0tand them. 

Ana. to 8th. I did not make any inquiry as to the meamng of the oatha 
at the time of taking them, or immediately afterwards* 

Ana. to 9th. I took the two last degrees the same evening. I had no 
scruples respecting these oaths at the time of taking them. 

Ans. to 10th. I do not know that I ever came to any definite conclu* 
lion on these two points. I did not believe that, if I broke these obiiga* 
tiona, the lo^ge would take my life* I considered that as a moral bemg 
[ had no right to take the life of any individual. 

Ana. to 1 1th. I consider the oaths, signs, and manner of working and 
he manner in which lodges are arranged as the secrets and mysteries 
»f masonry. I know of no other secrets and mysteries of masonry, than 
hose disclosed in Bernard's light on masonry, and in Allyn's Ritual. 

Ana. to 12th. I believe they are generally. I knew of no secret by- 
aws, or other book containing secrets, 

Ans. to 13th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not for some considerable time after taking them 
ind until I saw them placed before me in print, and had an opportunity 
:o examine them deliberately. I think I saw those oaths in a book cal- 
led Jachin and Bcaz, which some masons used to have in the lodge, I 
believe the same winter that I was initiated; it was considered rather 
anmasonic to read the oaths in this book in the lodge; and I did not 
study them for the purpose of forming any opinion upon them. In the 
winter of 1829 and 1830, I formed my opinion upon masonic oaths. 

Question by request. Did you not frequently hear these oaths ad- 
ministered in the lodge, and could you not understand them as well 
then, as by seeing them printed. 

Ans. I repeatedly heard them administered during the space of two 
or three years, but I did not understand them. I believe the original 
object of masonry was to get together and have a high frolic, and to 
promote the interests of each other to the exclusion of the interests of 
others, and to bring the religion of the New Testament into contempt. I 
cannot say, what is the object of those masons, who now endeavor to up- 
hold this Institution. I do not believe that those masons with whom I 
have an acquaintance, believe that they are upholding an institution 
based upon such principles. 

Question by request. Where do you find the proofs of this, on what 
do you found your opinion? 

An3. In all the prayers used in the lodge the name of Jesus Christ 
s left out ; and there is no reference made to Jesus Christ in any of the 
Ceremonies. The prayers are addressed to God. The masonic insti- 
:ution conflicts with the religion of the New Testament in this respect ; 
:he one I believe to be a system of truth, and the other a system <if 
Talsehood. 

Question by request. Do you know of a quotation of a passage from 
ibe Testament in a masonic book from which the name of the Saviour 
tias been excluded, although it appears as printed in the Testament ? 

Ans. In one of Paul's Epistles which is used in the lodge the name 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, which occurs in the original text m left out. 
I think the quotation is embraced in a charge in Webb's Monitor. 

Question by reque?^ Did you ever read 01* hear read to you the 
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ekarge to masons in the first part of the records Of fit. John's lodge, in 
whlcb it is said that the univeraial religion, or the religion of nature is 
the only religion taught in the lodge, or words to that effect. 

Ans. I never did. 

Question by the committee. What do you understand is meant by 
the word God? 

Ans. I understand it to mean that being who created and upholds 
the universe. 

Question by request. In whose name is a witness sworn in a court of 
law ? 

Ans. I decline answering this question. 

Ans. to 1 6th. I never did. 

Ans. to 17th. I never did. 

Question by request. Did you ever have a conversation with a ms- 
son relative to his obligation to conceal a crime if conmiunicated to him 
masonically ? 

Ans. I had a conversation with a mason on this subject a year ago 
this last summer. This mason was Benajali Warner, of Providence, 
and there were no other persons present at the time of this conversa- 
tion, but said Warner and myself. He asked me why I had renounced 
masonry, and I told him that one reason why I had, was, that I consid- 
ered the principles of masonry as inconsistent with my duties as a citi- 
zen. He asked me to show him in what respect I considered them in- 
consistent? And I then stated to him the following case, by way of il- 
lustration, (referring him to his masonic obligation and to that part of it 
which required him to keep a brother's secret in every respect save 
murder and treason) that if a brother mason should be guilty of burmiig 
a neighbor's house and should come and communicate to him the fact, 
and require him to keep the transaction secret; and I asked him how 
he could consistently with his obligation as a citizen keep his masonic 
obligation? And I asked him what he would do in such a case? And 
he replied that he would not tell of it, but let people find it out as tbejr 
could. There was no reference to any trial in a court of justice. 

Ans. to 18th. 1 cannot say that tliey do. I never heard any politi- 
cal question discussed in a lodge. 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 21 St. I did not; my moral obligations I considered para- 
mount to all others. 

Question by request. Have you known any instances where tkff 
influence of masonic obligations have been extended to the prejudice of 
those who were not masons? 

Answer. I have. . Some time in the summer of the year 1830, I was 
called upon by a young man by the name of William Hall, who then 
resided in Providence, but now resides in Connecticut, I believe in 
Norwich, to become his bail, he having been sued bv Mr. GriflTin Child, 
of this town; and I, not being sufficient hail, called on Mr. Lowell 
Adams and requested Mr. Adams to become bail with me for said Hall'i 
appearance in Court, to which said Adams consented; and a few dayi 
after said Adams and myself had become hail, said Adams remarked to 
me that he was apprehensive that we had got ourselves into difficultji 
for that said Hall was a great villain. I asked said Adams how he kaew 
that fact; and he observed to me that he was told it by a brother mason 
as a mason ; and I asked him who the man was ; and he refused to tell 
me .his name, saying it was communicated to him as -a mason, or u[Mm 
the principles of masonry. I ascertained afterwards that it was the very 
man who had caused the writ to be (ierv6u upon aaid Hall. This 0>* 
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iffin Child. The suit which was brouglit was for elander. After 

was withdrawn said Adams told mo it was said Child, 
^er to 22d. I never did. 

tion by request. Did the lectures treat of the duty of obeying 
nd hailing sign of distress when siven ? 

.^er. After taking the master^s degree, the master of the lodge 
ed to me the duty of dbeying the grand hailing sign of distress, 
riven, or the word when uttered. I do not recollect that the 
s explained this any more than other masonic duties, 
rer to ^23d, I have already answered this question. 
¥er to 25th. I never had any experience on this subject, 
ver to 26th. I am wholly unacquainted with that subject. 
v^T to 27th. I believe it is. 

ver to 28th- I do not know, not having been in a lodge for sev- 
ars; and 1 have no information on this subject. 
Net to 29th. I am not informed. 

ver to SOth. I do not know any thing on this subject, 
ver to 31st. I believe it is in lodges of the same degree. To the 

part of the question I would say, I have no particular informa- 

this subject. 

9tion by request. What is understood by a teorthy brother, 
ver. 1 believe that is considered among masons, that a brother 
is to be considered worthy until he has been adjudged otherwise 

lodge to which he belones. 
wer to 32d. Not to my knowledge. 

wer to 33d. . 1 have had repeated conversations with different 
i, at different times, upon the subject of the Morgan outrage, and 
pressions which I received from their remarks lead me to believe 
ey justitied the abduction and murder of Morsan, upon masonic 
les. My recollection is so. indefinite, that I should not name any 
lual. These conversations were, I am pretty positive, within two 
last past, and were in Providence; but I do not recollect any 
liar place in this town. I do not recollect any particular expres- 
f masons which lead me to these impressions; and I do not recol- 
ly particular occasions upon which these conversations took place. 
stion by request. Was the printed letter now shown to you with 
ame printed under it, and which is hereunto annexed, your letter, 
lished by you ? 
. This la my letter. 

Paovidence, July 25, 1831. 
r Sir — In answer to your questions in reference to the declarap* 
it forth by the grand lodge of Rhode-Island, viz. *^ We solemnly 
I the 'sight of heaven, and appeal to the Great Searcher of hearts 

our sincerity, that we have never received, given, nor counte- 
d any obligation requiring or sanctioning the sacrifice of human 

the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets," I would simply re- 
that I have taken the following degrees in masonry, vis. entered 
itice, fellow craft, and master mason. Annexed to the obligation 
entered apprentice is the following penaltyy viz. 
inding myself under no less penalty than to have my throat cut 
; from ear to ear, my tongue torn out by theToots, and my body bu- 
i the rough sands of the sea where the tide ebbs and flows twice 
mty-four hours." . 

aexed to the fellow craft's obligation is the following penalty: — 
dins myself under no less penalty than to have my left breast torn 

and my heart and vitals tiJien from thence and given as a prey 
I fowls of the air, and wild beasts of the field," 8tc. 
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Annexed to th6 m&ftter*ti 6Ath ig the following penalty:-—'' Budiag 
siyself under no less penalty than to have my body severed in two in the 
midst, my bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes scattered in the fimr 
winds of heaven, that there might not the least track or trace of remem- 
brance remain among men or masons, of so vile and perjured a wretch 
-as I should be, were I ever to prove wilfully guilty of violating any put 
of this my solemn oath or obligation of a master mason." 

I have repeated the above penalties substantially as I received them 
in St. John's Lodge, No. 2, in this town, from Worshipful Samnel Jack- 
son, ^d. There may possibly be some trifling omissions, and thephrir 
ecology may not in every particular be precisely the same. I am confi- 
dent however, as I before remarked, that they are in substance ud 
meaning the same as were administered to me by Worshipful Sanmol 
Jackson 2d, in St. John's lodge, No. 2, Providence, Rhode Island. 

AfVer reading the above you will not be at a loss to determine whtt 
my opinion is respecting the declaration of the grand lodge. Perhapi 
the grand lodge know of some process by which to preserve the Hie of 
a human being though his throat be cut, his tongue torn out by the roots, 
his body buried, &c. In which case perhaps, they would be justifiad 
in making the above assertion; but if they know of no such procen, I 
cannot conceive how they could consistently with the facts in the east, 
make such a declaration. 

I would also remark that during the time that I was a member of tht 
lodge, (which I believe was about eighteen years) the former pert of 
which time I was quite active, having nlled the office of junior deacea, 
I never heard any one attempt to give any other explanation to tht 
oaths and penalties of masonry, than those that strike the mind whet 
they are first repeated, viz: a plain, literal signification. I have aeea 
a considerable number take these degrees, and I never heard any OM 
attempt to explain these oaths and penalties different from what tkey 
read. I would further remark that during my attendance at the lod^ 
I had frequent opportunities to hear the obligations of masonry adnmit' 
tared to candidates, and I am confident that the idea of expidmom froa 
the lodge as a punishment for a breach of masonic obligationa, was nav- 
er mentioned either directly or indirectly. Respectnilly yaurs, 

Rev. Rat Potter. JOHN PRENTICE. 

Question by request. Were you expelled from the lodge ; if so, ii P 
what form were you noticed previous to your expulsion? > * 

Ans. I was not noticed at all ; and knew not for what reaaon I waf 
expelled. 

Question by request. Had you divulged to any person when J9* 
heard of your expulsion, what is called the signs, ceremonies, pv> 
words and grips of masonry, or was it because you understood yon hd 
bom testimony in favour of the revelation of its obligations ? 

Ans. As to the first part of the question, I think it was very probaU' 
that I had. In answer to the second part of the question, I think il i* 
very probable that that was the reason. 

In answer to a question by request. I think I have been told by BMr 
sons, whether in a friendly or threatening manner I cannot tell, that 07 
speaking against masonry would injure me in my business. 

Question by request. What explanation did you receive of the r^ 
son why, as you advanced in the degrees, the number of times the CiMc 
tow was placed around your neck or body was increased ? Did it sH^^* 
to the binding nature of your obligation ? 

Ans. I think it was so explained at the time. JoH^r Pnximci. 
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«d la yuu ill the dcpuBtlion of John Prpntii'o now read (o yon? 

Ann. I tiid not have Ihis oonverxulinn with said John Pmiliri . 
he ini[>ut«itlD uie in hie df^irarition | anil he never |)ut lite qiitfr'ilDn tt^ 
nie wait^li lin Fit;i[i.'a in suid dciiosirLon- I liad n cnnvt^rsatinn wiih snl^' 
Prentice on the j«ub|<jtt oi" [nii9i;nr<r, nnd nnlicd him ^\ hr lin r^nonnec J 
mwuMiry, imi<1 he iilludnd tn the mnsrinic oLltgnlirin' ""' ' nalrri) him if 
)w fouBtlftu}' thing iu hisoUJEaliotusungeulIciKun lil'e. iiti'-)rr!''iitn 'il;'-, 
<A-iiiilftw-rul: uitdTip Migmlietl Ihet I wot right in<-i[: - .■..■' u. 

tbp ihrei> loircr clag;n:ew which w« hod Inlcpti, but in tl" ^ 

which *T«h«i] n«t taken, he nuiil, that the mamiaie i'M<: I> 

thM a maitua wtua bound to uphold a brolhur cnasim k: lui<i ili^ >« Ii»(. U'i 
irauld; oti<t I ti>ld hint tlitit I dit! DOt holicvc it, lK-cAUii«> ii 



riit«ut. Suid Pr«utii.'e wa.i a yuntiji atttn snd 1 had a ftlcndiibip Ffir 
"— --■'■ '< <ini thnt 1 thought thul fiiffHCcedirifflVuiiiRiuotiTy would 
■light that he hail talren a mitT, tmd thnt hi* !io"«diiiK, 



jusload frrimuctiig uthcr peajilu,' wmild isjurft liims'^lf 1 had oliray!! 
knowu said Prenti(H;'trom a child, nnd hnil (ttard a w-jod nanie of him, 
KtM) be wa« much lilted, I Ihctght that he, hnvlij t(il(«n" miff. wonU 
■air Ibitigi? ihal ha ouglit not to say, thni hH wnutd thor«by lose the ci>n- 
fldeHce not only of mnsuiis but of nil iticticionfi inen. 

■Qiieation bv request of Walter Painp. Jr. Did yodi mwiaa in your 
nwal«r msion'g oath tu heep thC' tteti^tn af a broth«t, murder and trca- 
JOUeKcE'pt'ed! ,, ^ 

Ana. The mauler mason's oblii|ufi')ii rt^ad (omP from paper marked jVi' 
4s the Baine obtiyjutiau, I thinlc, vrhicli 1 tnok. , . 

QuESt. by roqncsi of Walter Pattt*. Jr. Boes noClhc e)c}ir*Mri«i. 
"mvrdcr andtrraion eiccwfirf," nhowthat no other socn-t but murd«T*pii' 
ireaaoD is allowed t« br diaclnnpd, vflion conwn'urica'ed by a bTtHiM- BOa- 
ttut, as Buch? By umrdor and f reumn beina exriopteil, are nnl nil leaser 
etiib«a tDcluded P Please osplain bow you'caiialrite the mrater niaMU*^ 
ouh. 

Ana. I do not conaiaer that this' part ofthe oblit:E»ontiiinIs mc n »' 
niaaDD, lokaep eecret any critnc communicated to me by a bi«(li#r o**^ 
•00 a* a secret. 

Quest, by request of Walier Paine, jr. If a masoD should eoOlinit Y 
■«crcl to you on the five poinia of ffillowahip, which aecrei was a crime 
against the lawsufthe State, should yc<u reveal that secret before you 
bad made the same known lo lh« lodge?" ' * 

Ana. I would not receivp any sufh -^ewol, asasacrei, and would »o* 
keep it a secret if commuuicated lo mv. , '*" 

Question by request of 'Waller Pain«, Jf. WUM is ibea mntd by 
keeping abrother'asecreta? /^ 

Ans. I consider that the ineauing is that a maeon shovid keep audi 
secrets as he promisee to keep, if Ire in a man ofh-Mior, and. a aacn^ is 
CDinmunicated to him a^ audi, and he prirniisen to keop tt he will keep 
it. Hia masonic obligation douvnot bind htm to r^oci\-e our ibisg, aa 
aaecret, which is unlawful. D«v*7AH wjimE*. 

fPiWuw Tresco/f, sworn. Ibf-long in ProvWeDw: umahHieT-, hUf* 
taken len regular degree? in mosinty . 

Question fcv B. Criifl*non. IKd ^hn Pr»!iHic# bvw t«(J«e*i Toii tw 
•odearor to procure hb admissit^n into the Providence royal arch ofcap- 
ter' fte« of erpou^e on accfluot of bis btnug a prettbet; «•«* "•• 
W IOfmu oT aince the Morgmi «x«t«nfciH>comiiieiii«** 



•id tbe chapter ilegTeee in IBSC: I was in at tus shop s 
how 1 liked t!ie cliapler degree?. I told him I \iked tlvent , 

He anid he should like ta take them, but was not B>blo; lit* viel)i:4l 
would aak some of the old moml'^rB of (bo choptc^r. il'thoy would Uc ^v 
ling to give him ihe degrees trpo of nxpeiue, hm 1ip. van n.pre»eIi«of 
the gospel. I told him I would; aiul I (lid nuik« Ihe eatjuiry. 'Dm 
nesl lime was on the evenicij; on which the Rev. Mr. CheiiBy cf Olnflj- 
vtlle, aad Rev. Moec» Thacbcr, were propounded. 1 caUed uX Mr. 
Prentice's ehop; lie comiueDCed the sutijecl of niiusonry, nnd iixjuirei 
of me if Elder CUeaey had lakun Iha chapter degrc«s. I (old btm hi 
had DOt. but would be propounded tha.1 eveuiug; toe then .B«kcd jne if I 
hiid mode the reijuiHt thw he had wished me lo lor him. I told himl 

. had, aad the regulatlotts of Ihu cliaiJter reflecting aiving the tiegi*** 
gialielo clergymen, were the same a» in the lodge; ihiit nu ctrr)E_iiuw 
could receive the degre«a freo of expense, uiilci^s lie waa an ordnin<d 
minister^ ho then ohsorve^ thnt he eliould liki^ to take thedejitecQ. aoil 
take them with Eider Chciioy, and wished me to make n»e moro *t> 
tempi for him, oa ho thought lliBt he preached *b much ub oltuukt onj 
o^dttJncd minislcr. I lolif bun 1 thought it would be of no uni, e« ilia 
r^lfutalions of tbe chapter were the sbiup ok the lodge; this is nil tbt 
converBation we had at that time. 1 cantHit recollect the time tfcojr 

■ were propouudcd. but it can be aecerlaiaed from the rooords of Ibo 
chapter. I did not nnme any pereon, when i enquired ra to ilia rv^at^ 
tiona, but asked if u preacher could be admitted, who was not an uiiihtB- 
«d miiustcr, free of expense. WiM.iAW Tumcoit- 

Jmoa PiiUer. sworn. I reside ia Craoston, Rhode IbIsriI, and wn a 
fftnaer. 

In aoBwer In the ioterrngatories marked A, I eay. ' • 

Abb. fo lat. I have been n masop of Ihroo dogreet); I'took ih^n 4*t 
frees in St. Johu's lodge, in I*Tovidciii;n, about Qo ycarft sgu; aiid Hi> 
■bout SOyeara since 1 have known any thing of the ir.ovenn-tiiB of m^ 
tvaxy, not having beeoin a lodge in innt time. I did not i^oBsldnr itiT- 
■elf a miuou^O jsats ago; it waa a quiet withdrawal from nbai 1 iM 
irat wiah to inlerinix with; I made no notificulion to th^i lf)(l|t», and WM 
XM**t called to na account. 

Aaa. lo2d- There was. 

Ani».to3d. I have no rocollection of sucl being the c4iM;,itb«bi( m 
long since, it may hove shpped my mind. 

A»s. to 4tU. I tiiiuk uot literally correct, the BiibNtaDcc ialRBT 
miod. 

QoM. Wosthe (ormof the enter«d apprenlicee' oath from Iba pap** 
BOW read to you maikcd A, annexed to tb« aiuna M iha Mlk 
^id> you took? jyH 

,AuB. The oath which i» now road to me from tho pBso mftTh»u|H 
ia.I thinb Ht^ially the name oath which was adminiMercdln lae afl^H 
«a>vuij[ the entered oppieulicu'a degree. ^| 

TlfM o«tli wbiob is now read t» me fVnm thn poper markrd A. )■ tufe 
•tantiaJIv the aanjc onth which 1 look, on receiving the fclj.iw orajU' de- 
gM»;I oo not rcc«lluot tbe words "within the s<]uare«f uy w»ik." 

Tho oath wliich is uew rvad lo mo from thu paper muiksd A, ill 
liunt, Babstauliallj' ib« same qalh wbich I touk ou rrcrrlTinfi (h«nia«lu 
mo^o^'a degrcw. 1 ihink thvv* i» soitih verliul di&brfocc. btilBoV mmb- 
luUy io.«Uci i^Bsouoe of Iho «ath. 1 think then- wu> iomclhing iuUi«i>alh 
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wv>rd« or MmAlliing like fli(-'ni, " flirt Iicrmorc I Jo ]'i-oiniso oiiil »w»iir, 
Ihat I will iii>t give the grand hniling sign of dislrtas, except I nm in rehl 
ai»trc»B, or for the benefit of the cVaft when at worlt," veis iu the oath 
which J took; su far 1 am pretty uonfij^nt. At, present it Btrikea my 
vund that this wag alinost ttll relative to the srQuii hailing sign. 

Ans. lo 5th. I ctiitDOt answer atrictlyj I have some faiat knowledge 
of one or more churaea being delivered tome; the charges I did not 
oonHiiiGr binding; fconaidered tbem as lalherly advice; the oaths I 
Considered of a di^eront chttraster. t recollect a portion ofthe chargD 
now rond lo me frora Webb's monitor, Salcni edition, pogo 41 , and be- 
lieve only a portion waa uaed. The aenliiiicnttf, and dwtiuH, and priuci- 
SIm, inculcuted in the charge given to me, wer« I think ^»oi1, and eiro- 
nr lo the piincinlcs iu tbc charge new read, 

Ana, to 6lh. I can't say thiil I labored much to Mcertiiin the oalha, 
knd if I had 1 Ihin^ it would hav^ been in vain; fn( it iippeared lo bo 
All in ^rkness heyotid the degree I h»d t{ilcen ;' and it uppeurad to b« a 
principle with the ftaternity to keep ("vcry thing In perfect darkness. 

AnB.to'th, I can't Bay (hat Idiil from tho clrcumslonceaiu wMch 
Ul6 uuiha were administered; and [cum these circumatuncca 1 consider 



;cly any person would, 
18, to the ?■• ' ■- • 



Ana. to Iht' Sih. AlItT I had luulied the oallis over, 1 had but little 
4nub( about them. I considi-'rud [ had pidced my lifu at stake. 1 think 
• S look the three degrees within about perhaps six months from the firat 
l« the last. 

Ana, lo 9th. 1 should think nnt. Some lime after I studied the le<>- 
lufeo with a A-iend ; and I think I Ihen underMoud the oalha uiure fully ; 
, but was not so acriuusLy impreaaed as I hiivc been since with the couso- 
^Uenoe ofthe oaths. 

Ans. to lOth. I'ul-hapa not partic^ularly at the lime of taking the 
«aths, for ihore waa not a dear perception of them on my mind. 

Ana. to 1 lib. 1 do not remember that I have rend Allyn or Bernard. 
I have read Morgan's book on tho three lirst degrees; and I tliiak it 
Substantially correct, except such varistiona a< mudt necessarily oucur, ' 
wbere ao much is taken frdm tnc^nory. 

Ans. lo 12lh. I bad no knowledge of any aocrrt by-lawe; (he ly- 
laws wore ehher written or printed aiid read to mc. 
Ana, to 13th. I did not. 

Ans. lo 14th. I Ihink t have answered this qneElioii before. 
A»8. to ICth, I do not recollect that I «vet did. I racollect to tMve 
lieard masons say, on more than one occasion, (I think, when they wero 
called from labor to refreshment,) not in a lodge but in an adjoining 
foom, that the author of a book called Jaehin and Boaz said to havC; beea 
publiahcd in London in 1767, or '68 wasputtodealh by m^ona lor pub- 
liahing masonry. This book was talked of '25 years a^o. The circum- 
stances under wbiclk I received this infuimfition, is faintly ou Eoj^ ivind, 
~ Wt I considered it then as gcnerally^ underalood among miutoiM ihattbo - 
author of Jaehin and Boaz waa put to death by mtiaons for publisliing 
that book disclosing masonic secrete in violation of his mnAoaic obligft' 
. tions. 1 do not recollect the names of the masons. 

Questiona by committee. Isf. Was the conversation relating to the 
killing ofthe author df said hook addressed dirculL/ uad purticidai'ly to 
yourself alone, or was it a general remark? 

Ana, Xt would be difficult for me at (his time to lell how 1 rciwsivad 
it, but uin confident it waFi never the Hubjeut of general convcrsftttwi ip 
the e&iing room? 

ti. Did you heat an/masoa justify the killing ol'said person? 



^ don't remeniber ever lo have ha»rd that (piMlion 
I^Bt way as to criminality. It woe mentioned as a soliisry ncQiir' 
xence which %<iok place a long time back and probably never would oc- 
cur again; that was my inipresaion. 

Ans. to nth. 1 do uoi remcmtier, that in a lodge I ever beaid iku 
Btjjyect louphed upon at all. I never kneiv of any punialunenls being io- 
(lii'leU ijj a lodge. 

Ar>«. to lOlh. PoUlics and religion were never discuased in « lodgt, 
when I iiasprcBPot. The charges seemed to be of a religious cuL 
I tli'ili at t'^al time it was a principle in the lodge not to odmil of politi- 
cal dist-viasi'1113 in the lodge. 

Am. (■> !3lh, I never conaidcrrd that any thing in the obtigatioB* 
wliic'ii 1 (dok bound rnc to vole for a mason, There was nothing in Ik* 
prorc^^ril obligationa or principles ofmseonry, at that day. which M 
tlie lecEt beating on the pgliticaJ opiniona of the members. I could «•• 
nothing in them that ought to have the least political ittfluence on a; 
mint). 1 have no doubt there have been such influences ; but /do sol 
consider it as growing out of ibe professed [irineiples ofmavonry. I tfttk 
of ihe principles of masonry, /undersfcod and prol'esBed Ihem twcolj 
) ears fifio; and since that time / know nothing abont ii. There wj« 
an iiitluciicc, whiiih /consider grew out of the circumstHnecii nf a m^ 
Son'ti being A the head of the lodg'e, or bejs|[ a lib^rnl tiiolher in (V* 
niihitig f et>eBbinenl, or similar ciri^umstances. It was a geueral .iallu- 
ertcc Abtnincd by such mcuns. In this Stele ! do not recollcrl nft^ 
instaneo of a mason's trealing a lodge. 

Ann. to 21st: /never lelt myself sn influenced, /consider ilie(d|* 
pointing that v/a_^. ' , 

Ans, to ffid /iRver eaw any tftingof the Kind. ";■ 

Qiie»ti(>n, What wprc liie subjects discussed in Ihe eKliofi Kwii ■" 
tft«>*he lodge waafofmolly closed? . - w . 

Ana. There wig never any regular Buhjects of discuneioo;' bol if 
fWlt'rry conversation; ond scog?. Wo oouallv iiiag about ourseltM. 
, WlfrWitig what wotlhymen we were . 
•'^'^fitwi.- Ai yOiir master masOil'a oaih did you promise to uanmt ll« 
g-mid haiimn sign of distrtiss; and if that sign woe made to you bw 
Vnayaxi otm^et it bound you as a mason ? 

Ans. /think / did so proiUiac, /believe / did not make up mf 
mind how /should have anew end; fi.r /never had the sign givep, W 
did /evci'glVeit. /flifnk /should have answered it to the nmodnt rf 
-TlAiiiirlcr of x dollar or fifty cents, if it was to a worthy bufi^ifffi 
wnUr eenainoircumstanpna perhaps more; but / thould cvvcrhaVKU- 
Hw«reil it to IhesEcrilice ofpriaciplo, 
' Quest, IMd yoa ever he&i a mason justify tho murder ofMotgaB? 
Ans. ^o; /never did. AnsoK Pottbi:. 

Jokit Broaw. of East GrceQWich, Esquire, ewora. He tcKtiSM • . 
ftltews: 1 have been amaaon; tooh the firal five degree* in North Cu- 
ftliiw Tlctmethmj rising twemy-eve yeava ago; (hiiiks be looK thagd 

■«HMec«irT« of ssmf season; never have talieij any more dcirecs; 0W» 
never betn ma mark inastor's iodge or past maeter's Icdg*: siucL- ili.^ fclfl' 
Itooklhostrdtjrrcr!), 1 Was infornk di;oon cIHr I took ihc .■,, i ' ; , 
degfee, that it had uof hcen correnrjy gjvcu. I t.ovcrwa- - 
itwaswronf[. I have frequenfed tlie. master mason's I.,! 

^Grwsi-wich, and waa^hiember of that lodge for a number M! . 

'*Mi«-co«BK(-rmyseWMai*cedinpmMoii; I waa etiiwlled 
lodge last Mv^h,.! think; I.dori<jt fciioit.^f9t; whui causer 
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that I had then violated my masonic obligations. I told the mem- 
ftf the lodge that when my term of office as Secretary should have 
sd, that I should not any more frequent the lodge; and on the 
itment of my successor in said office, I did not any more frequent 
Ddge. I gave my opinion freely on the masonic institution before 

expelled, in relation to its antiquity and its traditions. I am a 
:al antimason, so far as I consider it necessary to act politically for 
irpose of putting down the institution of masonry. I cannot repeat 
:im, the masonic obligations which I took, or those which I have 

administered. I recollected enough of said masonic obligations 
)id the violation of them, 
estion by the Committee. Are the masonic oaths or obligations 

three first degrees on paper marked [A] substantially the same 

and {obligations which you took, and which you have usually 

administered in lodges in these degrees, 
iwer. The two first oaths or obligations are substantially the 

and the third oath or obligation is substantial] v the same, except 
tier the words " murder and treason excepted, the words '' and 
! my own opiion^^* I have heard administered in the Kast Greenwich 
1 cannot say how this obligation has been administered in other 
} in this state. I think also in the penalty in this third oath or 
lion af^er the word remembrance, the words '^ of so vile a wretch 
' men, and more especially among %nasons, should J ever he guilty of 
ng, 4rc." have been usually administered. I received all the 
es which I have ever taken in North Carolina, and I may have 
3d in my mind the forms of oaths there used with the forms of oaths 
3t Greenwich lodge, 
jstion by request. In the lectures on masonry what is the answer 

question, what makes you a mason? 
jwer. My obligation. 

istion. Did you ever hear any candidate who was presented for 
ree, say that he would not swear, but would alBrm! 
3wer. I never did. 

s vou asked in the lectures why you had a cable tow around your 
or body? 

jwer. I remember very little of the lectures and do not remember 
he answer was. 

the master before giving the oaths, address the candidate and 
ave you any objection to taking an oath which has nothing in it 

interferes with your religion or politics? 

)wer. I have usually heard such an address made to the candi- 
efore administering each oath. 

you ever know the penalties in the oaths to be explamed in a 

^wcr. I do not recollect that the penalties were explained in a 
to mean any thing but what they say. 

not the by-laws in the East Greenwich lodge provide for the 
lion of a member for disclosing any of the transactions of the lodge ? 
J^ver. I do not recollect any such provision, but there was a 
lion in the by-laws that if a member should violate the by-laws, he 
1 be expelled. 

re the obligations incorporated into the by-laws? 
jwer. Pfo. 

mswcr to the standing interrogatories marked D, I say, 
iwer to 10th. I did as far had a right to, and that I was to share 
same jurisdiction over others. 
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Ans\ver to 1 4th. I never expected that these oaths would coitie in 
conflict with my religious, moral, social, or civil obligations. I did not 
exercise any private judgement about it; from the antiquity of the insti- 
tution and the character of its members, I thought that the obligatioiii 
must be right. Could I be convinced of the truth of its antiquity anditi 
traditions, I should feel that I had done wrong in answering any inte^ 
rogatories on the subject. In regard to the object of masonry, I hm, 
at some times, had an exalted opinion of it, as a benevolent institatioi; 
at other times I considered it as a mutual insurance, instead of a bener- 
olent institution. 

Answer to 16th. I think not, only as they are explained in the lec- 
tures, and the explanations I do not recollect. 

Answer to 17th. Answer no, nor even expulsion except as it is men- 
tioned in the by-laws and in the lectures. I never knew of any higher 
punishment being inflicted, nor even expulsion. 

Ans. to 18th. I never heard the subject of politics or'religion discOM- 
ed in any lodge, and I think the by-laws prohibit it. 
Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 21st. No ; and I never myself practiced upon auch a construe* 
tion of said oaths: if I had a favor to bestow I considered I had arigkt 
to select the object of my bounty. 

Ans. to 22. I never did so far as my own personal observation has ei- 
tended. I never knew any judge, juror or ofliicer to practice upon waA 
a construction of said oa£hs. So far as my own observation has extend- 
ed, I never knew masonry to be used as a political engine, and for tin 
purpose of obstructing the administration of justice. 

Quest, by request. What is the maimer or motion with which amasM 
enters or leaves the lodge ? 

Ans. The mason enters and leaves the lodge with a sign called tbi 
duegard of the degree. 

Quest. Did you consider yourself as a mason bound to give a prefo* 
ence to a mason over another person not a mason, under the same ci^ 
cumstances? 

Ans. I think, but cannot be positive, that every thing being eqiial«if 
requested by a brother mason, I should: but such a case never oecl^ 
red to me, for in almost every instance there has been something \j 
which to distirignish between the persons, and in such case I have jtt4|' 
ed accordingly: and I should have acted in the same way between t 
brother in the church and a person who was not a brother. 

Quest. Did you ever know a mason or his family to receive from i 
lodge in charity, as much money ^s he had paid in for fees and quarter* T\ 
lydues? Ir 

Ans.%1 knew a case while I was a member of King Solomon's Lodgei y 
that a member had received more than he paid in; I am not positive ai 
to the amount. 

Quest. How much was bestowed in charity while you were SecretHJ 
of said lodge? 

Ans. I do not recollect as any thing was so bestowed. J donotra^ 
ollect that there was any application Un charity during that time. 
In answer to interrogatories marked £^ I say: 
Ans. to 1st. I recollect to have heard this in substance inculciteJi 
but cannot recollect whether in the oblieatione or lectures, but am in- 
clined to believe it was in the lectures : I considered it obligatory. The 
words, **for the beneJU of the crajl when at work,*' were not in it as I rec- 
ollect: I think there were these additional words, "as fkr as I ccmU 
see the sign by day or hear the word by night." 



. lo M, 1 4o act r«oiil1«at naf mirb ttung, 
■ lo 3<l. 1 hftve l>Gfar« otuwcied tbU. 

. lo 'llh. I (hink thitisnot In lhAuliIii«tiuiii but it ia in subataoca 
'here iocukaled. 
tu 5ih. 1 c&tiniit tie poiiitivft. Joim DimwM. 

ipn nUiWnc, sworn. 1 reside in East GrecnwieU. R. I. siul I 
tttturnejr nod ogiinBoIlor M Inw bv proression. 1 ftin a fie«niiiMHi 
ve taken tho three first degrees in king BolomottV Itxlge in nuid 
^eenwich) and have been niaat^r ol'isa-id lodge. 
i8t. Are tlie oaths nr obligations in the three £rst degfve* in 
ty now mad to }-au frum pAper marked A. siibBlantiall}' the uime 
Uid obligniicBa which yfiu took cm receiving these degrees, unil 
you heittd aduiinittlerod and have adiuinistered you self in said 

. TliOB« oaths and obligUiotiB are eubstatitisUy the some, except 

I gMier«lly hoard thnsc worda in the mailer's oMigalioa aftor tb« 

Qwrder and Ircagon excspted, "nit4 lltuji al my ojihim. " 

«tioi(a asked by request. Did you ever hear tlie clunun now 

1 you from Allyn's lUtnnl, page Tt, relative to Ihu grand hailjug 

f aialrsBs adminiAiered in the mastor's onlh? 

, 1 never did in (l)c o«th; what th» grand hailing sign ia, aatne 

is taught in the looturCB iu lodges; the use of the sign tuid tbe du- 

'bey it, is &1bo tAuaht in the let^tursi. 

|M. Have these clauees in the master mason's oath now read to 

oni page T2, of Allyn's RilutU, been contained in Uin aiuite admin' 

1 in the Bail! lodge? 

"Tlitil I will not he at the initiating, parsing or raieiug a ciuuli- 
t one cominnni cation, without a dispensation frum the gruM) 
ar that purnosit?" 
1 will apptue him of all approaching danger." 

**I will go on a master masou's errand, levufi barefoot, to aavn 

Furthermore dn I promise and swear, thai if any part of (hi* ob- 
<n be omitted at this time, I will Iiold n^self amenable thereto 
iver inforaied." 

iv. to 1st. In some instancea bnt not grinarally. * 

I. to 2d. This clause is the same as in Ihu oath before read. 
I. to 3d. This hat not. 
(. to 4tU. Thid buH not, 

Bstioa by request. Did you ever asiDMlffr of lln'. lodge. (Explain t ha 
lies in the three first oath «, if eu, at wbat time and in what maiimir! 
i. I never did. 

est. Did you «vvr deliver lactureibiH the lodge, if so, what aub- 
did they treat ofJ 

i, I have, and these lecturea tTeatf^d of moral Eubjects, and «It^ 
ng the manner of initiation and workiag iu the lodge. 1 receimdi 
fee called a check degree, and underatood to be adnjitt^d on M- 
«f Morgan's disclosures. 

eat, Din you take an oath upou receiving lite check dagrco? 
s. 1 do not recollect; I uodor^tood tlint it origiotited in tiie Brmnd 



Ifi Bali, of ^snl) Kingalon, U. L CMUU«Ilor at law, being s 
itt'aiHWer lotbc following i)iu«l4ona. 
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Qnestitiubr Uib coinRiilt«e. Have /(vu «vtir h^ftn) anf frcomvoM 
Dliff or pal lisle ib(t murder of WilliMii Morgtui, ll'-io, tilrtiutt flals 
e Dames of the peiGoOa, <vbB( declaratioi» Uicy nmtle, and where tuiil 
idnr what circumatances! 

Abs. 6<im« flm« In the summer of Iho vcbt 1097, I ihiiik In a cod- 
with the Ruv. Lemuel Barge i>f North Kingston, It, I. vtma 
mason, reaneCting 1h« rf^nlb ..f Willjum 
ri[|;nn, I told liU" that 1 believed that Morgan was .1. ; 

' '' ' ros murdered by masonii; for iM^lraj-if 
bOladoury, ur words lo thm imporl. He asked me it"l bi-li 
^Jtookiobe trill-. I replied Ibal ] did.lhnt I had n<rl <i>. 

~h then said if Morgdn had Ittksn the oslfas, thai h<' ili- !■ , n,.-un- 

Haid book) acknowledged he did, he had tbrFFileil his ltf« arfiud- 

glo the leltitronhnac oaths bn had taken; that acciinliR^ lo hu son 

^Cjanfcs^ion he had bi:(M>int.> n traitor und violated his obli^alK>ue as a ai»- 

a oonveranliow with Capt. Joseph Norfhuj) of Newport, H. I. 

ifWtckfbi-d, f«spcctiii^ inHeoiify', I told him that I was pppoBtd lo lb« 

' titutioH, and that I believed it to be wicked aud «orrU|tl. Ho tii 

it hi) knew it to be a good iustitutioii, for he had lecrtvcd ben«Gi 

It it : and be naid iii this conTen^atiem that he waa a mUoii ; anil it 

1, that ont' lime vt lien he was at seu, he waa taken aiid curKd so 

tard of an armed veaset, and he tnude himself known to the captain nf 

u; and that coDEeijuemI}' the caplain t<kok htw iaf 

« cabin: and trt-aled bim with a great dt>al ofhunMiiity, au<I did ^ 

d(B from him any of his properly. 1 do uol recalled any othar caa- 

II oo thistmhject. 

ion by request. Wbeti on your paxaagti to Philadflpbia, toK- 
I ftntimasonic eonventiwn. when uskcd your obtrd for jmoiM 
It party, diil 7011 not «ny il wtm for the purpoB« of Ahtalntn;B; an ofic*' 
It you liiaicd if tli(< Antimusunic pnrty becanie the dominaiit pari/, 
sre wuuld bu morn Bntimnsons than plnrea, and you would'far* a# fM 
I wbon JacksMi aue^eodud, vix. receive no reward for yo'ur faitim 

VHieu on my panagc frara Newport to PhiladHjiliia, I wai n 

ipany wtlli my fVi^nd, Mr.' Johi Milter, wt)« ia a ver^ plcoaanl at 

eeable mn^on; and lie a^ked me if I was bound to I*bilad«lptiit t* 

^ AB|ima«onlc uonv^ntinn^ 1 told him that / wns, h« u«ked t»c wbo 

•xpeclM to gel formj' eervipe», flold him that f did not ack anythail 

id did not cxpnet to get any thing more, tliau that the committea ■•• 

that they would pay my expcnaes. I aakcd bim, if be wax (rniD|[ •• 

'le «anvi-Mion-' XaA li«'Et>ld ro« he was; anU/ankcd Uimirbc nt 

lo iKhe down tbtt pTOcetnlififfaof the consent JAnr And /thinhb* 

ind asked me how / t.ipecled Id be reurarded for ray^tf- 

iivnB Hiiu iriruble, whether if the antJmasona should obtain the aac**- 
denc^f expected tube rewarded with some important olSief / loM ti* 
that if lh<i antimafoni) shuuld have the ascendancy, / ahould not tjfpaet 
t« be rt>wardcd with any office, and that idid not go 1olb« oonVVMIM, 
«xpD0tin|i Any other r«Ward than what / have before staled. / latdftiM 
that if tlio tinlima§ons should come into power, and ha*a h ni^i*f> 
there would be secedere and unprinripted meti enough 10 lAk« up ■*> 
office*, an Ihrrc wore in the olii demoeraiie patty and JadCMrfi put/ 
f Hhoiild he ahneredotit ofoHinR. 
Qnnsliou by thv i-ommit(oo. Dr> you belong to the p<i1itic«l auilM- 
puny in this Staled 1 

-Ann. /do belnngtoBflid paHy; •■-- if IH firt linliniMtliwlM I*- ' 

State, and think this th« mo*t boiwvt fMUltr^ lk« Slat«, bM/«*fM 
dac«i»«d jttKB HaiJ. 



Bah. I 
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/, Lemuel Burge, of Wickford, in the county of Washington and State 
«f Rhode-Island, do depose and say, that I hare never introduced the 
subject of masonry or antimasonry, in any conversation, before the 
world, to my recollection, since the Morgan excitement: That at times, 
on the hearing of declarations, often heard by me in my daily walks, / 
have taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised the follow- 
ing interrogatories. On one occasion, happening to meet John Hall, 
Blq. and others, at the post-office, or at an adjoining shop in this village, 
and hearing the said Hall make sundry declarations concerning Mor- 
gan's book and death, / said to him — ** Do you really believe that Mbr- 
ffan is dead?'* his answer was, ** /have no doubt of it." ** Doyoube- 
neve that the book said to be written by him, is a correct representation 
of freemasonry ? " *« J do," was his reply. '* You believe then that 
he was murdered, and that by masons, for having violated all the obli- 
gations he there says he had voluntarily taken?" He replied, ** To be 
sure /do." /then asked him, (solely for the purpose of seeing what 
answer would be given) whether as a mason he was not guilty ; and if 
guilty, whether he had not met with the fate he justly merited? /wait- 
ed for an answer, but there was no answer given. / further depose and 
aay^ that this is the ground /have uniformly taken, in order to avoid a 
declaration, or any thing that might lead to a declaration of my opinion 
respecting the supposed death of Capt. William Morgan, or his illustra- 
tions, /further depose and say,- that on Friday, the 9th instant, John 
lltdi, Esq. called at my house and informed me that he was summoned 
at Providence, as a witness before the Legislative Committee then in 
session there, to give evidence concerning a conversation he had with 
me sometime in the year eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, relative 
Id the death of William Morgan. He then read from a paper which he 
held in his hand, a statement which he called the substance of the con- 
versation, and desired me to correct it if necessary. This /did, by tell- 
ing him it was altogether incorrect, and then stating it as above, which, 
after a little reflection, he acknowledged to be correct. And further 
your deponent saith not. Lemuel Burge. 

Washington 8S,— North Kingstown, December 17, 1831. /hereby 
certify that the within deposition was subscribed and duly sworn to be- 
fore me agreeable to law. Richard Thomas, Jttst. Peace, 



Edward Marphyj being sworn, in answer to the following questions, says. 

Ques. 1st. . Have you ever told any one that you once while the court was 
fitting in this town, saw Capt S. T. Northam a«d Dr. Cotton, or either of 
thorn, go up to one of the jurors in the 6ourt house and put something into his 
jkands. Please state particularly what you saw, if any thing? 

Ans. He can't tell the time, nor which court was sitting, it was when one 
ff the masoiiic cases was on trial, and the parties were pleading. Just as 
be went up stairs and entered the lobby, he saw Capt. Northam and Dr. Cot- 
Ion, together, going very quick towards a man in the lobby, who was at the 
iame time approaching them, he, the person, was going towards the court 
room door, and they towards the stairs; they, Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton, 
Mirted when the man came up and he went between them; some words in 
haste past between the three, but the man did not stop a second, but while 
passing he, witness, saw Capt. Northam hand him something; what it was 
be cannot tell; he don't know. He did not hear any thing that was said; it 
was said in a low tone. 

Ques. Did you know the man ? 

Ans. No; but I took care to go and see where he went, and saw him go 

10 
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•n to the jurj, and sat about midways^ which be, witnest| should Dot kaTt tet 
but for what be saw. 

Ques. Did jou mention this at the time? To whom? 
Ans. I told Capt. William Price. He is mj uncle bj marriage. I 
found him at ipy father's house, when I returned home. 

Ques. Did Capt. Price take you to point out the man to bim? 
Ans. No; nor did he inqnirc of witness who he was; nor did be, witneH| ' 
know the name of the man, nor where he was from, nor inquire who be wu. 
He does not now recollect any of the jury. 

Ques. Do you liv?. in one of Dr. Case's houses^ if so, bow long baTeyta^ 
Ans. He does; and has about 3 years. 
Ques. How old was you at the time ? 

Ans. About twenty I think; and I am now in my thirtieth year ? 
Ques. What time of day was it? 
Ans. In the evening; the candles wf^re lighted. 

Ques. Did you see the thing, whatever it was, which you say Capt. Ntrtb- 
am handed the man? 

Ans. He saw something but can't tell what it was; it looked like a piftct 
tf brown paper rolled up, to him; it was done very quickly, and they passed oi. 
Ques. Have you told Dr. Case or Capt. Price that it looked to yon Iftt 
money, or you thought it was money ? 

Ans. No; He could not tell what it was. I did not tell Dr. Case of H 
at that time. I told him the other night, I think night before last. Hl» 
Br. Case, then asked me if t had not said so and so, and I told him I hai* 
i don't recollect that there were any other persons in the lobb/^ 

Ques. Were they pleading to the court, OF the jury? • 

Ans. I do not know. 
Ques. Did you see the man's face? 
Ans. I did not until be was going into the jury-box. 
Ques. What part of the court room did you go into? 
Ans. I went into the gallery. 

Question by George Turner. Do you recollect any thing of the Basil 
person or appearance, by which you would know him again if you aaw bin? 
Ans. I cannot tell, 1 don't think I should know bim again. 
Ques. After you saw the man go on to the jury, did you take any fcrfbcr 
■otice of him ? 

Ans. No; I just see that he went on; that was all the notice I took, aid 
then I came out. 

Ques. Are you a mason? 

Ans. God forbid that I should b?; although I have no antipathy againit 
any mason, or any uien at all. Edward MuftPHT. 

Capt. Si 7\ Nortkam being «worn, and the foregoing deposition of Edwirf 
Murphy being read to him, he deposf's. 

That he has not the slightest reccllection of any such circumstance as thtt 
witness states. He presumes (hat it cannot be necessary for bim to say tbit 
he never in his life in any way \7as guilty of tampering with any judge or 
juror, on any occasion. That it is well kno'*7n to all concerned in the masouB 
trials that he took very !:ttlc part in th'^m; took no active part in them. H« 
never served on any committoe for the purpose of seeing to theui, baT»J 
always business of his own; and nevt. attended any of the trials otberwiie 
than as he may have gone into the court hoase occasionally, but not ireqaeatlv, 
and stood perhaps a quarter or half of an houv at n time. 

S. T. NORTHAK- 
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Caipi. Jf^lliam Pric$ beini^ sworn tavs in answer to 

Qutst. Do jou recollect baring been tclld bj Edvrard Murphj, at 
lis father's bouse^ anj thing about Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton meeting 
i jaror during one of the masonic trials, an^ Capt. N's. putting sdrocthing 
bto the bands of that juror ? Please state particularly all you recollect 
ibout it 

Ans. That is verj easilj done, for I don't recollect anything about it. 

William Price. 

Slephen T. Norlham^ of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, 
•n solemn oatb, doth declare and saj in answer to (he following interroga«> 
ories . 

Quest. Are you or hare you been a freonason ^ if so, liow many degrees 
Q masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapers were you adroRted, and 
it what time ? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and about forty-two years ago I took the three 
orst degrees in Orange Lodge, in Charleston, Sputh Carolina. 

In answer to further question. He says that be has read over attentively 
be forms of oaths for the degrees he took, as contained in annexed paper 
narked A, and declares them to be in substance the same as those adminis- 
:ered to bin ; the minute or particular phraseology he does not recollect ; 
|ut the sense, the substance and principles of them he docs perfectly, 
lad they are the same as those he has read in said paper. He has 
ittentively read over the foregoing annexed deposition of N. G. Boss, and 
Ae interrogatories therein answered, and he considers the lacts, statements 
ind explanations therein given to be true and correct; and should he be tailed 
Bpon to answer the same questions, bis answers would be the same in effect 
b all of them upon which he was informed. Upon recollection, his answer 
to the 36th standing ioterroatory, would be that the sign is always given at 
entering and leaving a lodge if left before closed, and it is the sign of the 
^der; that is, \^ the lodge be an entered apprentice's lodge, the sign oa 
entering must be the sign designating an entered apprentice, who otherwise 
cannot enter, and so of the rest. He has no knowledge whether the sign has 
toy particular reference to any part of the obligation, or any other reference 
er allusion whatever. 

Question by George Turner. By the substance and principle of your 
masonic obligations and oaths, do you include as well the penaliics^ aa the 
promises J or how is it? 

Ans. By my masonic obligations I mean those express and solemn prom- 
iseSj which I made and entered into at the time I was initiated into each 
degree. I know of nothing else as making part of any obligation taken by 
me. What is now read to me and ealled the penal part of the entered 
apprentice's obligation, I have no recollection of having been administered to 
Qe, but if it had been I should not consider it as making and part (^ihe o6/i- 
iation. 

Question by George Turner. Did you or did you not swear to submit to 
U^me penalty, as well as promise to perform your engagements, at the time 
rou took each of the oaths of the degrees you have taken in masonry? 

Ans. J never took any such oath. I never promised or intended to submit 
my.self to the jurisdiction of any lodge, to inflict upon me any of the penalties 
Ipecified in either of the forms of obligation before mentioned, or any thinfi: in 
the remotest degree like them. S. T. Northam. 

Benjamin W, Case, sworn, says. I reside m the town of Newport, R. I, 
and am a physician by profession. I am a freemaiao. 1 took the alevea 
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^rst degrees in masonrj in regular order, and then I took the otber degrtei, 
up to tbe degree of secret roaster inclusive. The first degree which I took, 
was taken in St. John's lodge, in Newport, R. I. in the year 1796. 1 took 
the two next degrees in South Kingstown, R. I. in the year 1798 or 1799 I 
think. I took the four degrees in the chapter in Newport, R. I. betiveen the 
year 1814 and 1816 to the hest of my recollection. Soon after this Itookthi 
four degrees in the encampment in said Newport. And after this I took ths 
degrees in masonry up to the degree of secret master in said Newport; 
and I think this was about the years 1816 or 1817. 

An oath or obligation was administered to roe on taking each of these de- 
grees. There was no caution addressed to me by the presiding officer (Jtbt 
lodge or chapter previous to taking each of these oaths or obligations; norwai 
there any qualification of said oaths and obligations at the time of administer- 
ing them. It was not the practice to address any caution or to qualify tke 
oaths or obligations until after this time, viz. 1796. The' oaths, forms of in- 
itiation, and manner of working in lodges were similar to those laid dowam 
a book called Jachin and Bbaz, until about the time of tlie publication of 
Webb's Monitor in 180!2. I knew but little about the forms of initiation ind 
manner of working in lodges between 1796 and 1802; nor but little from tktt 
time until about 1814, as I did not visit the lodges very frequently. At tbe 
time of my initiation it was the practice in St. John's lodge Newport, to en- 
deavor to frighten or alarm the candidate during his initiation, while be had 
the cable tow about his neck and while he was blindfolded, by making noisei, 
shuffling on the floor, throwing sticks down and directing the candidate to 
step high. I was so disgusted with this mode of initiation that I did not con- 
sent to take the fellow craft and master mason's degree until the year 1798 
or 1799. In taking the degree of master mason 1 became still nirtherdii- 
gusted; in this degree about tbe time I was to personate or represent tbe 
death of Hiram Abiff, the widow's son; there was a brother of the lodge, 
by the name of Elisha R. Gardner, who whispered in my car, while I was 
blindfolded, directing me or telling me not to let them get me down; and 
when Jubelum struck me to get me down, I sprang from his g^aap and from 
the grasp of his assistants and I got them down. 1 continued this frolic ai 
long as they attempted to get me down, but when they told me to lie dowB, 
I then laid down. In this frolic they tore my clothes pretty badly and I wtf 
disgusted with it. These were the reasons why I did not more frequently 
visit the lodges at that time. There was a further reason; about 1801 or 2, 
I obtained a book called Abbe Barruel upon the Illuminati of France, an^ 
Robertson's proofs of the conspiracy in France; and after reading tboit 
works in conversation with the masons at Newport, I told them, that I con- 
sidered illuminatism to be masonry; but they denied it, or would not acknoirl- 
edge it; and I from that time or near that time, for eight years I refused to 
visit the lodges, except on funeral occasions. 

About the year 1810 or 18J 1, Col. John C. Ludlow of New- York city, 
who was high priest of the chapter of the State of New -York, (I believttbe 
gran d chapter) came to Newport to and purchased stock in my coal nuMi 
and while there he and I attended a funeral of a masonic brother, be foood 
that I had not taken but three degrees at that time, and he was very asf- 
ious that I should take the higher degrees; and soon after I went to New- 
York and at his solicitation attended the grand lodge there. At the time said 
Col. Ludlow was at Newport he attended an installation of a chapter, I 
think, and the ceremonies were performed in the meeting house. Wcbb'» 
masonic Monitor was read on that occasion; and said Ludlow left the Bett- 
ing house, and afterwards stated to me that he was so disgusted that be 
would not stay to hear Webb's Monitor read, and at the same time stated la 



77 

m€ that if he had published such a book as Webb's Monitor in New-York^ 
disclosing such masonic secrets as had not before been made public, he should 
have been put to death in consequence of it. On my visit to New- York said 
Ludlow and John G. Bogart of New-York citj pressed me verj hard to take 
the higher degrees, and thej stated to me that anj man who should become 
a master of a lodge in New- York, would be certain to make his fortune; and 
they stated a case t>f a man whose name w^as Barnum I think, who was a 
few years before poor, but having become a master of a lodge he was able in 
a few years to purchase a house in Bi^adway in New-York city, and had at 
that time given something like thirty thousand dollars for the same. They 
mentioned a number of similar instances, and said that they did not know of 
a master of a lodge who had not made his fortune. In consequence of these 
entreaties and other inducements I two or three years after this took the 
higher degrees. After these conversations with said Ludlow and Bogart I 
visited the lodges again at Newport, and I then found material alterations io 
the ceremonies and oaths in the lodges; changes were introduced, which were 
not in use at the time of my initiation. 

Further examination of Doct. Case continued on Friday the 30th inst. in 
Newport. 

In answer to the following interrogatories marked D, he says, — 

To the 7th and 8th interrogatory he says, when he took the oaths he was 
placed in such a situation and they were administered in such a manner, (be-' 
ing administered word by word by the master and so repeated by him after 
the master) that it was not possible for him'or any one else, he thinks, fully 
to comperhend them. To the last part of the 8th question,* he replies that he 
made no inquiry about it, he took it for granted that it was all proper or neces* 
■ary; before taking the oaths he did not know that it was necessary to take any. 

9th. He replies he did not. 

10th. He replies that he did. 

1 1th. He answers they are fully explained in those books, and he knows 
of no others. 

14th. He answers, that when he took the oaths he did not think any' 
thing about it. He can't say that he had any serious reflections upon the 
spbject until after the death of Morgan, nor indeed until after the publication 
of the proceedings of the Le Roy convention about the summer of 1828 or 
between that date and 1826. After this he took the subject into full and 
serious consideration and came to the conclusion that the masonic oaths were 
not compatible with bis religious, moral; civil or social obligations and of 
course void and not binding. 

Question by committee. Had there ever occurred, up to that time, any 
occasion on which two different obligations came in conflict? 

Ans. To the best of his recollection no such occasion had occurred. 

32d. To this he answers in the negative. 

23d . To this he answers that on ordinary occasions he should have ad" 
hered to his civil obligations but if a secret had been communicated to him by 
a brother under the five points of fellowship or masonically, especially if his 
life was in danger, he has no doubt he should have kept that secret, and had 
he been called to testify respecting it in a court of justice he should have re- 
fused, or should have stood silent, and should have thought his life forfeited if 
be had not so acted. 

Question by committee. As you are now and ever since you reflected upon 
the subject have been of a different opinion, and as no occasion previously ev- 
er occurred, upon which you had an opportunity of forming any opinion — upon 
what ground is il that you now found your belief that you should have acted 
as you state in your last answer. 



.n»wer to l4th. 1 never expected ttiot theie oath* would codM m 
jfiict with my religions, moral, social, or civil oblignlioiu. I did nW 
trcise any ptivate judgemeut about iti from tUe antiquity of Ut« lMt> 
tution and the chnracter of ils memben, 1 tliought iKat tbe oblixatlmii 
must be right. Could I be convinced of the ttiiih of its oiiuquitjr uid'ftt 
trnditioua, 1 should feel that I bad done wrong in answering anj- inUr> 
rogatories on the Bubjecl. In regard to the oSjeet of mosonry, I htT«, 
at Bonto times, hod on oxalted opinion ofii, as n b«neva]eiii inEtitiUiM; 
at other times I considered it us a mtittial insurance, initeod ofabentv- 
'oleni institution. 

Answer to IBlh. I think not, only as they are explained id the let- 
turea, nnd the explanalions 1 do not recoliecl. 

Answer tt> 17th. Answer no, not even expulsion «ie«plt(s It iv iMa- 
tinned in the by-lawe and in the lectures. 1 never knew of aay hiftrti 
Uuishmeut beiuff inflicted, nOr even expulsion. 

tAue. to 18tb. I never heard the stibjetit of politics orroligwnflbcw*- 
any lodge, qnd I thilik tlw by-laws prohibil it. 
a. to 19lfa. I n«ver did- 
Ana.to3Ist. No; and I neveTiuyselfpracticeduponsutrh acoflaUiifr- 
itdn of said oaths: if I had a favor to bestow I considered I had arigU 
to select the object of my bounty. 

Ana. to 22. I never did so far as my own personal observation lisa «!■ 
tended. I never knew any judge, juror or officer to practice upoD mth 
S construction of said oafbs. bo lar as my own obsor> altuu has extHid- 
ed, 1 never knew masonry to be used as a political engine, and for tbt 
purpose of obstructing the administration of justice. 

Quest, by leijueBt. What ia the manner or motion with whinh auntM 
^Atters or leaves the lodged 

Ans. The mason enters ond leaves the lodge Wilb a atgll Cmlle4 tb« 
legard of the degree. ' 

Quest. Did you consider ybtirscif as a mason bonnd to give a pt«ftr- 
>9ttce to a manon over anoiber person not a mason, under the swnc <ir- 
~iwn stances ^ 
-Aim. 1 think, but t:«n)iof W nowittve. that every thing being equal, if 
lestcd by a hrulber mason, I should: but such n ease never oeeat- 
to me, tbr in nimost every instance there has b«cu sometbine b) 
^bich ta Ui*litigiiish between the persona, Nnd in such case I tiaro jUi^ 
accordingly: and I should have acted in the nma way beiwoni 
•ther in the church and a person who was not a brother, 
QiieBt. Did you ever know a mason or hia famtlr to receive fr«B » 
ledge ID charity, as much money q.9 he hail paid in lor loes aind qMl1<^■ 
Jy dues ? 

AnH.%1 knew a case while I was amember of Klne Solomon's Lodge, 
that a member had received more than he puid in ; I am not poaitrve ■ 
to the amount. 

Quest. How much was bestoi^ed in chiu-ity while yoti were SeentW 
of said lodge? 

Afls. I do not reeollect as aaiy thing was so bestowed. I do not lit- 
otlect that ihcrp was any application for charity during that tinw, 
Jo anewet to interragatories marked E, I sny; 

Am. tt> tst. I recollscl to have lieard this in Babetance InculcilH, 
but cannot recollect whether in the obligations or lectures, but am in- 
clined to beiiovo it was In the lectures: 1 considered il oltligatory. T^e 
words, "fortJuiitntfitofAeer^iJl i»A*it o(«bt*." were not in it ■»! n-e- 
aUbcl: I tlliak thcra w«r« tb«H« additional wotda, ■■■» te m I could 
M8 th« sign hy day or bear tliv word by ni^^t;*' 



,io3A. \ io sot rftcollect Miy vurii thing. 

. lo 3i. 1 b»vo bcfciro aiuH-eie<l thin. 

. Ut 4th. I Xhink tliiaiHUot in the oUigftXian; but itlsin subatunc* 

'here invuli.alcd. 

, to 5th. 1 cannnl be pnsUivo. Jdha Bkowh, 

kttn tntiJifg, swArn, 1 reside in Cast Gr^eowicK, R. I. tuid I 
nttarnoy nuj counsellor nt Inw l>v profe»eion. 1 «tii « Irccmuun 
.*e taken Ihc lliroe fiMt degreus in king salomMi's lodge in naid 
iroecitvicli; and have bopu master of said lodge. 
)bI. Aro tlic oothM m oliligittioDs in the three &nt dettT^t-% in 
ry Dt>w read In you ffom pspsi raarted A. subatauliallj' lue Bami) 
Uid qhltgtitiuns whiub you look on recelviog thtsc dngroeo, unci 
rou beuid admiuiMlorcd luul have ftdniinietcred yousnlf in laid 

I. Those onths und obligntioiiB ore eubEtantially Iho ■umc, excvpL 
igcHcraUy heard tbflfo waids in the miuter's obligalioti sfler tli« 

Bwider und iniajiun excepted, "and llwij tU my optian." 
Wtiuna ankL-d hy ri^quesl. Did you ever ht'ur lli« clauixt nn^ 
a you from Allyn'fi Ritnai, pogo 71, rnUtivti to the grnnd hiiiling 
{diHtrsHu admiiiiHlered in the mailer'a oiilh'' 

> I never did in (he uuth; whttt th« grtkad haihny sign i>, wiinn 
W taught in the JcDtures ia lod^c^; this unnof thuaign and the (iii* 
■key it, ie also taught in the lectur«6. 

let. Have these clauses in the master maaan'c onlh n«w read to 
om page 12, of Allyn's Ritual, been contained in Ilia ualbs (ulmiii- 
) in the said lodge? 

"Tlial I will not he ai the initialing, passing or iaisiu£ a caadi- 
t gnu communication, without a diiipena&tion froin tlio grftnd 
br that purpoaef" 
X will apprise him of all approaching ilnnger." 

"I will go on a masler maaou'o erraud, «vcn h6r"font, w huvb 
e or relieve his neceasitios." 

. Furthermore do I promiee and swenr, thai if any port of thin nb- 
m he omitted at tliia time, I will hold mywilf auienabln ihisrtt'H 
sver informed." 

i, to let. In some instancea but notgeiwrBlly. 
i. lo 2d. This clause lis the soinc oe in the onth beforn rt-uii. 
t. laSd. This btw not. 
B. to -1th. Thi:i has not, 

eftioD by request. Did you ever ae roaster oflli" lodge, oxpUintho 
ties in the three first o^hs, if so, tf what lime and iu what maunar i 
B. I never did. 

est. Did you «ver deliver lecture&in Ihe ludge, if so, what suli- 
did ibcy treat of? 

9. 1 have, and these lectures trean-d of moral euhjecls, ai^d es- 
ing the manner of initiation and working in the lodge. I recoit^ 
ree called a check degree, and understood tu be adupled oo ua- 
;flf Morgaa's discloauies. 

lest. Did you take an oath upou receiving the check dogreo/ 
If . 1 do not tecoll»ct; 1 understood tluit it originated in the grand 
I of A'ew-Vork State, and was by tlut lodge reuonimended to ntbers. 
NiTiwn WniTL"*a. 

iltffait, of North jungslon, R. I. counieUur at law, being <«woTn, 
in answer lolhGiolle>wing 4|^eetion>. 
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Ani. Id the master^! degree are these words /<I furthermore promise tiid 
swear that I will give a brother master tnason a preference in his trade or 
calling." This I well recollect for I have often repeated it. I was taught it 
by John A. Shaw and Gen. Stall. I have repeated it at least sixty times, 
having initiated over that number of members, and have besides repeated 
all the masonic oaths of the three first degrees twice a year, as required by 
the by-laws, all the members standing, and repeating after the master; I 
have been a master of a lodge since 1817 or 1818. The last time I so re- 
peated it was last month.on the anniversary of St. John the evangelist. 

Ques. How are the ceremonies in the royal arch and knight templtr'f 
degrees explained to the candidate, and what are these ceremonies? 

Ans. They are correctly explained in Allyn's and Bernard's books^ together 
with all the secrets appertaining to those degrees. 

Quest. Do or do not the lodges devote some portion of their disposabit 
funds to purposes of conviviality and refreshment, as i^gularly as they do to 
charity ; state the facts, and your means of knowing. 

Ans. I think more regularly and to much greater amount the Treasurer'! 
books and the lodge books will explain. 

Ques. What consequences do you know to result from the masonic instito- 
tion, to balance its charity, Sj^c. 

Ans. I know that lodge meetings lead to dissipation, and I believe that the 
strongest adherents to masonry are intemperate men. He refers to anneied 
certified copies of proceedings from lodge books. 

Ques. How far, and for what purposes, do you consider the antimasonsu 
a political party. 

Ans. I consider the whole purpose of it to be to assert the supremacy of 
the laws. 

Ques. Are you assured of the consequences of refusing to answer legal 
questions in a court of law? 

Ques. Would you, or woufd you not, have considered the penalty of a 
breach of your masonic obligation, as more to be dreaded, than any penaKj 
that could have been inflicted for refusing to take a civil oath? 

Ans. I am aware of the penalty for refusing to answer legal questions is a 
court of law; it is fine and imprisonment, which I consider not to be com- 
pared to the loss of life, which I should have considered the consequence of 
breaking my masonic obligations. 

Ques. Does a mason by taking the degrees in chapters, encampments and 
councils, cease to be a mason of a subordinate lodge, or lose hia standing oo 
that account? 

Ans. He noes not. 

Ques. Is not every member of all the chapters, encampments, or other 
masonic bodies in this country, attached to or connected with some aubordi- 
nate lodge, and does not that connexion and dependence form one of the meaai 
of communication between all the masonic bodies in this country; and caaiot 
any mason of any state or country, and of any degree in masonry, enter into 
any lodge or other masonic body in this country or state, if not opened on a 
degree above that to which he has arrived in the ^Sublime science," and doeif 
or does not that circumstance afford another means of communication and con- 
cert between masons in all states and countries? 

Ans. To the whole of this question I answer in the affirmative. 

Ques. Are the ceremonies and oaths practised at initiation in the maiter 
mason's degree, correctly given in the books of Allyn and Berxuird? 

Ans. 1 answer in the affirmative. 

Ques. When a lodge is opened on the master mason's degree, are, or Vt 
not the members reminded of the penalties of all the the three -first dtgrt^*^ 
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And are, or are not, the penalties annexed to the oaths, taught to be the hiost 
b,nd,.g parts thereof, and in the lectures of the second degree, arc, or are 
not those penalties alwajs alluded to? ^ ' ^ 

Ans. At the opening and closing of a lodge the sign of the penalty i. always 
given by the master and repeated by the members. The remaint!..r of tli^ 
question I answer m the afTinnati^c. 

Ques. Did George Rowland at any lime loan you a book^n cypher as 
•tateU m his deposition; and has he everrequircd it of you? 

Ans. Yes, he lent me such a book and has not said any thing to me about 
It since. 1 loaned the samo book to J5. Hazard, with two or three sheets of 




Ques. Did or did not the grand lodge of this state after the improvements 
you have alluded to as*made in 1814, appoint or authorize some person to go 
about lecturing to masonic lodges, for the purpose of producing uniformity in 
masonic work? 

Ans. I don't know that it was by the grand lodge of this state, but it has 
l>een done generally by grand lodges throughout the country. Jeremiah L. 
Cross I understand is the grand lecturer appointed by the grand lodge of 
New York, to secure uniformity throughout. 

Ques. Do masonic lodges in this conntry admit to the privileges and mys- 
teries of their order, any but sound able-bodied men; or do they select such ai 
are really objects for the exercise of charity or benevolence,' 

Ans. They do not. 

Interrogatory by request of Nicholas G. Boss. Who was the master and 
liis son-in-law who yo\i was iiiformed gave money as your informant thought to 
a juror? who was your informant? 

Ans. S . T. Northam and Dr. Cotton. Edward Murphy was my inform- 
ant, who now works for Geo. Enas. 

Int. by committee. Have you ever known any combination formed among 
masons, or resolution taken to act in concert in support of any individual ma- 
sonic candidate for office in preference to another candidate not a mason? 

Ans. I have not. 

Int. Have you ever knowu politics introduced into conversation in any lodge 
room or building in any other way than as a subject of ordinary conversation? 

Ans. At the time of elections I have known them talk about the di£ferent 
candidates, I don't know that it was different from ordinary conversation. 

Benjamin Waite Case. 

Judge Thomas Cory of Portsmouth mentioned to me that at the time he sat 
as Judge on the masonic trials he told his colleagues on the bench, that after 
repeatedly hearing masons swear in those trials he never wished to hear an- 
other swear, as they would not swear to the truth; the judge said he mention- 
ed this fact atone time tojud^^e Denhara who said JohnTillingbast was about 
to be sworn, he would swear to the truth; Judge Cory said we wdl hear him. 
John Tillinghast was tyler of the lodge on the night the grand lodge caused 
the lock to be taken off and door opened by violence, and Tdlingbast was the 
man to hold tho key at that time; Tillinghast was asked if the lock was on 
the door, he answered he did not know, which answer only served to confirm 

the judge in his opinion. , . , . • 

There were many false masonic witnesses brought against me in those iri- 
als. John Carlile, grand master of the grand lod^c, swore that he Ima noin- 
ingto do with the libel he published against me; alter which I F^^^I f" ^^"^ 
Stand 'by the printer that he (Carlile) carried the maLUScvipt libel to tne prin- 
ter himseff and superintended the publicalion. 

11 
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William C. Barker of ProTfcknce iwore inooe of tbota trials ha liadlM«« 
a masoD mm feart, and that he had superintended fiftj elcctioni of lodges, 
which cannot bo a fact unless he possess the power of ubiquity as the elcc^ 
tion of lodges are on the 27th December annually. 

At another of those masonic trials the foreman of the jury during the trial 
resided with a zealous mason in this town, and it was reported nt the tiara 
that the master of the masons opposed to me, the night previous to the jurj's 
receivin<r the papers, was with the foreman of the jury at a late hour; after 
the jury received the papers they all agreed upon a verdict in my favor in a 
short time, except that foreman who stood out until the papers were takCB 

from them. 

I was told by a man in this town that during the pendency of Ane ofthe 
masonic suits in this town, as he reached the head of the stairs in the court 
house, he saw the master of the masons in thjs town, opposed to me, together 
with his son in law walking quickly towards a juror and the juror stept quicklj 
forward to meet them; passing between them they spoke to him and the nat- 
ter before mentioned handed the juror something that bad the appearance rf 
mone^. He said it was all done very quick. 

John Carr of Jamestown was a juror on one of the masonic trials in this towa. 
He told me that during the trial Benjamin B. Mumford, a mason, 1 believe at 
that time acting as senior warden ot the lodge denominrted the spurious lodge 
in this town; caused a letter to be delivered to him in which he strictly ea- 
joined on said Carr to read the letter, and immediately commit it to the 
flames which he did accordingly by which he was induced to sign what he tbea 
considered a wrong verdict which he had ever regretted. 1 have the impressioa 
that Mr. Robinson Carr,of this town or one of his brothers, informed me (bat 
John Carr made a similar statement to him. 

Mr. Robert D. Lawton mentioned to me in his store in Tanner street aboat 
two years since that a mason told him Morgan's murder was the only tbiig 
that saved my life; that I should have been murdered if Morgan had cot. 

Some four or five years past in a dark night at about one or two o*ckxk 
there was a knocking at my door. On going to the window I enquired the 
cause. The person said I was wanted immediately down in the oeck at Sas- 
uel F. Gardner's, on account of sickness. I told the person I noTer atteadcrf 
in his family. 1 asked who he was and who sent him for me. He then ni 
off; and as it was a lonely place,and I considered there had been attempts ta 
decoy me, I did not go, and I afterwards found that there waa co person sick 
at Mr. Gardner's house at that time. 




^ irasoDrj. 

masons, Coggeshall speaking of mo sa/d that the masons of this town bad a 
rod in soak for me that would gi\e me mj quietus. 

John C. Clarke, of this town, told me some five or six years aeo tbal ■ 
conversation with James Coggesha!), of New York, he, Coggeshall, aaidifl 
abould go to New York, 1 should be assassinated by masons. 

Some three or four years past, a man that belongs in this town frasioN«» 
k r y^^""^^ rae that Mr. McQuoan, (he great iron founder asked \0 

then said to hira, do tell that man not to travel, as his life will be in danser. 
Mbe cky. " "^^ """""^ *'" *'^ "^ ^ ^^'S^ ^'P''*^'«> '*» ^^«7 ^ 

•awith what he considered an important secret, in which I waa deepll ialtf- 
••W, Thut a Mifs Porter, in thr* town, with jreat anxiety tb«f f akwM 



keow it, hmd •ontfuoicated ttr Wf dtughter, to be coiiimunicatt<i (o me iinm»« 
diatelj, wbicb secret Miss Porter bad obtained of a Mr. Ira Stillman, wbo 
married a niece or sister of Capt. Stepben Manchester's wife, of Providence. 
The secret was that Capt. Manchester was a mason, and ran a line packet 
from Providence to New York; that he was swore in a chapter or lodge in N. 
York, that if I should take passage on board his packet, and he should have 
aa opportunity to got me overboard in the night time, or otherwise take mj 
life, and he should fail to do so, he would forfeit his own* 

Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, mentioned to me the case of J. B. 
Wood, before the circuit court, respecting some lost money, in which ca&e be 
was a juror; that the whole pannel were for bringing in a verdict against 
Wood, except one, who was a mason from Bristol, who kept the jury out and 
prevented a verdict, and tbe papers were taken from the jury by the court.-— 
£squire Howland told me be had ascertained J. B. Wood was a mason. 

I was informed by Capt. Henry Tew, Treasurer of St. John's lodge, 
twelve or fourteen years past, that William G. Burrows, a mason, came ta 
him, with a proposition for him, Tew, to deposit the books, papers, bank 
•eriptj&c. in a place he would name, he. Tew, should find in that place five 
linAdred dollars for his service. Tew said be told Burrows that if he ever 
mentioned such a thing to him ag^in, be would break every bone in his skin. 

About the firr^t of March last, I was in Petersburg, Hensellaer county^ 
state of New iTork, and was there informed by Mr. Joshua Lewis, ^bo bad 
recently been Secretary of a lodge in that neighborhood, that some time pre* 
▼ipus, after Lieut. Gov Throop's election, he gave a speech, in which he 
tf^nominated the antimasonic excitement ^' the blessed spirit" which be wished 
VRight prevail; in consequence of which the grand lodge of the state of New 
York, issued thsir mandate to all the lodges under their jurisdiction to put 
flown Throop at all events; which mandate was expressed in such terms that 
l»ewis considered it amounted to treason, as be expressed it to me. One 
being sent to him as Secretary of tbe lodge, and he being conscious it would 
be wrong for him ta be concerned in executing it, he resigned his place as Sec- 
retary, and discontinued visiting the lodge from that time. 

Gov. Throop in his next communication to tbe public altered bis tone, and 
declared tbe regulation of the antimasonic excitement '* belonged to social 
intercourse,*' by which he appeased tbe masons and obtained their subsequent 
support. 

Sometime in February, eighteen btiudred fotrrteen, in conversation with 
John A. Shaw, after be was appointed master of the lodge be requested mt 
to attend the lodge. I told him if be would cause notice to be sent to me, I 
would attend at tbe next regular lodge night; be did send roe notice and I at- 
tended accordingly, which I had not done for a great while before, I presume- 
eight or ten years, I found tbe mode of work materially improved and added to. 

After tbe candidate was prepared by tbe junior warden, as laid down by 
Bernard and Allyn, be was brought to the door and the alarm made by three 
distinct knocks, the senior warden was directed by the worshipful master to 
receive tbe candidate. 

On opening tbe door be asks *^ Who comes there, wbo comes there, who 
^roes there .^" Tbe answer was by tbe junior warden wbo bad tbe cmndidato 
Vy tbe hand '^A poor blind candidate who wishes to hate and receive a fiart 
of the rights, lights, and benefits, of this right worshipful lodge erected to 
God and dedicated to holy St. John, to all true and lawful brothers have done 
that have gone before him. 

The senior warden a^kt if it it of his own free will and aocord thai he maket 
fthii requtiii; 

Tbo jifnioir warden, #r «on^Cor, anfwert| '^It is.*' 
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The sfthior vtardea asks, ''Is he duly aud truly i.repared." ^ 

Ans. "He is." ** 

The senior warden asks, **Is hefree boru, of lawful age, without defame, 

or defect." Ans. *^He is." . 

Then the senior warden says *'L^t him wait a time with patience, until 1 
inform the worshipful master in tho east, forfinthtr ii:structicn." 

He then informs tho worshipful master in the east, who asks the senior 
warden the same questions that the senior warden had asked of the junier 
warden at the door and receives the same answers. 

The worshipful master then directs the senior warden to let him enter, and 
in the name of the Lord to take heed on what he enters, that he enter iipou 
the sharp point of an implement presented to his naked left breast, and tlmt 
he inform hiin as this is an instrument of torture to iiis Iksh, may it ever be 
to his conscience if he should ever reveal any of the secrets of this degree; 
let him be taken to the holy altar and there receive the benefit of the lodge's 
prayer J after receiving the prayer, the worshipful master asks the candidate 
in whom he trusts j his conductor directs him to say in God. 

The worshipful master then says "Yorr trust being in God, arise fclioir 
your leader, fear not what man can do to yo!\" IJe is then takon .three 
times roimd the lodge; undercoes an examination by the difierent officers; is 
finally brought to the altar with his left knee bent and bare, his right fc-ot 
forminq: a square, when the worshipful master thus addr ;fses hiiii, callicg 
him by name, "You are now about to enlor ii.to a very serious and solemn obli- 
gation, more serious and solemn than you are aware of; there is iiothirg in it 
contrary to religion, morality, or the laws of your country, but is founded io 
faith, hope, and charity, which, if rightly pursued, is capable of carrying man 
to the highest degree of perfection; if any doubts or disgusts have arisen ii 
your mind from what you have already gone through, you are now at liberty 
to decline yonr i».\:ation; but if you still persist in the motives which I pre- 
sume brought you hero, you please to give nie your right hand." 

The worshipful master then takes his right hand and places it on the Lo!/ 
bible, square and compass; he then asks for his left hand and places it under 
the holy bible, square and compass, and then says to him your right hand be- 
ing extended on the holy bible, square and compass, your left hand supporting 
the same, you will enter into a very serious and solemn obligation, denc0:ln- 
ated the entered apprentice obliu:atioa, he then directs the candidate to repeat 
his own name. The worslij^iful master repeats his own name. 

ThjBn the worshipful master says of my own free will and accord. Tlic 
candidate says after him, of my own free v/ill and accord. The worshipfiii 
master says in the presence of Almighty God; the candidate repeats aflcrliiB 
in the presence of Almighty God. The worshipful master says, and this most 
worshipful lodge; the candidate says after him and this most worshipful lodge. 
The worshipful master says erected to God and dedicated lo holy St. John; 
the candidate says after him, erected to Gcd and dedicated to holy St. Joba 
The worshipful maslt-r says do hereby and hereon; the candidate says after 
him, do hereby and hereon. The woibhipful master says, ino.st siirtn-lyprcia- 
150 and swear; the candidate rrp(;ats after (he worslii^ful master, most sin- 
sincerely promise ar.d swear. Au-l in this manner, wold by word througLtbe 
whole oalli; and the rcmaindvr of the oath will be found in Bernard and 
Allvn. 

And when the candi«latt^ repeals the penalty, the senior wardro or so»e 
other oflicfT, d'aws p.i. impiemr^t across his throat; after the oath is completed, 
the candidate is asked what he most wanted, his conducter tells him taaay 
light.- * ' ' 

The worshipful master calU upon the brethren to <^ome forwaV^ tn^ »•*«* 



2 bringing the new made brother from darkness to masonic light, after uur-' 
oundiug the altar the worshipful master directs them all to stretch forth their 
ands, he th^n raising his right hand and letting it fall as he says, and God 
aid, and God said, and God said let there be light and there was light, tha 
rorshipful master and hrethren striking their hands together and stamping 
heir right foot at which instant th.i bandu;;'e is snatched from candidate's 
lyes and a drawn svtord presented to his naked breast. 

The eeremony then goes on as described by AUyn and Bernard until ^he 
worshipful master has got through giving the tokens, words, grips and signs, 
▼hen be gives the grand sign of an entered apprentice, drawing his hand 
icross his throat, he is asked if it has an allusion; the candidate answers, it 
las, under the direction of his conductor. The worshipful master asks, to 
ivhat; he answers, to the penalty of my ob]ig»(ion. The worshipful master 
\8ks if he has that penalty; he answers, he has. The worshipful roaster theo 
tells him to give it to him. Ho then repeats the penalty, which is, that he 
ivill have his throat cut across, his tongue plucked out by the roots, his body 
buried in the rou^h sands of the sea, a cable tow from shore, where the tide 
ebbs and flows t>vii*e in twenty-four hours, before he would reveal the sycrets 
appertaining to this degree. He is then ordered by the worshipful master to 
the Junior warden, who asks him if he is a mason, and to prove himself suck 
l^j.showing him the signs, grips, tokens and words; and then he is asked by 
the junior warden to give him the grand sign of an entered apprentice, which 
lie does in the same manner and words as he gave it to the worshipful master: 
lie is then taken to the senior warden, uudergoes the same examination, and 
ffives the grand hailing sign in the same manner as he gave it to the worship- 
lul master and junior warden. The charge is then given as in Webb's Mon- 
itor and Bradley's beauties of masonry. 

The fellow craft's degree Is substantially the same as in Allyn and Ber- 
nard, except that John A. Shaw did not teach in St. John's lodge in Newport 
that any address should be given to the candidate j)rcvious to his receiving the 
<4>ligation, and no such ad<lress has been given in said lodge. 

• In the master's degree the candidate, when ha is brought to the door by his 
conductor, the conductor says to the senior warden, the candidate now ap> 
pears before you with his arms, legs and body bare, his loins girt about, in 
feestitnony whereof he renounces his own will and becomes submissive to the 
Wor^Hipful master and bret}»ren, then the usual ceremonies follow as in Ber- 
*iard and Allyn, and the oath given as laid down by Allyn and Bernard with 
the following additions, in addition to what I have already attested to: '* I 
^tirtfaermore promise and swear, that I will not play at cards, dice or any othr 
^f unlawful game of hazards whereby I iv.ay reap an undue advantage over a 
brother;" and the following words are used at the commencement of every 
paragraph of every oath: '" I most sincerely promise and swear." 

- After the candidate has goiie through the first part of the ceremonies he is 
taken out into the preparation room and clothed, during which time the lodge 
bb darkened and a coffin introduced, and three p<^rsons f)laccd by it wrapped in 
iVinding'fiheets, and three small glimmering blue lights placed on the coffin; 
llieq he is brought back iuto )the lodge so darkened, carried past the ccflin, 
^nd as he passes the three {jtersons exclaim, O Lord, must he die! He is then 
Seized by Jubela and his life demanded, as laid down by Bernard and Allyn, 
Until hb cornpletes the representation of the death ot Hiram Abiff, after which 
the three ruITians that were caught in the cliffs of the rock, to wit, Jubela, Ju- 
belo and Jubelum, are brought before the master, who enquires of them what 
they have to say for theuiseJvcs: they say they are guilty. The master then 
^directs them to be taken and executed agreeable to their several exclamations 
Vhen in the cliff of the rock; to wit, Jubeja ^' to have his throat cut, &c. Ju. 



belo to have his brtfttt torn open and his beaft taken out, &«. Jubelan to baft 
bis bod J severed iu two, Sec, after which the master addresses tbe candidats, 
and tells him he now represents not onlj one of the greatest men, but tbt 
greatest mason Tve have any account of, to wit: our grand roaster Hiran, 
whose tragical death is thus related; which is essentially correct in Bernard 
and Ailyn; he is then impressed in the strongest possible ^manner by tbe mas- 
ter that he must imitate Hiram and lose his life rather than reveal any of tbi 
secrets of masonry. 

As a further illustration I refer to the charge in Webb's monitor, in tbt 
master mason^s degree. Bexjamin Waits Cask. 

^ReJ erred io in Benjamin W , Case* 8 DepoaUion,'] 

Regular lodge, Monday evening, November 16, 5812. R. W. Benjaoiia 
B. Mumford, master, pro tem, John A. Shaw, S. VV. pro tern, Tsaac Stall, J. 
W. pro tem, Stephen Deblois, Treasure;*, pro tem, William G. Burroofcbtf 
Secty. John Brown, S. D. pro tem, William C. Green, J. D. pro tcra. Yvh 
xtors: Joseph Chadwick, Jeremiah Lawton, Henry Anthony, Augustas Nfttp^ 
man, John S. Langley, James Mumford, Henry Tew, jun. — Carver, — 
Fox, • Presby, Thomas Moores, Samuel Richardson, William M. Rob- 
bins, William Potter, Saunders Rogers, John M. Breeze, Thomas R. RhodcS| 
Elisha Billington, Samuel Henshaw, John Tilley, and William Douglas. 

blxlract from the minutes, — '* Entered apprentice's lodge opened in dot 
form, a ballot was taken for Mr. Robert H. Nichols; no negative appeariaf, , 
be was initiated into the first degree of masonry. Voted, that brother Et f 
ward Easton, Stephen Deblois and John A. Shaw, be and they are berebf I' 
appointed a committee to inquire into the ill conduct of the blacks wbo ocri' 
py the cellar, and report the same at the next lodge meeting; and that thi 
said committee wait upon the said blacks and demand of them tbe reason of 
such infamous and injurious conduct." 

Special Lodge, Monday evening, 31 May, 5814. R. W. John A. Sbsv, 
master, H. Shaw, S. VV. pro. tem., R. Merrill, J. W. pro. tem., J. W. Stf- 
yens, sec'y., H. Moore, treas., Wm. Tew, S. D. pro. tem., E. ChaseiJ- 
D. pro. tem., Saunders Bruse, Peleg Fish, Daniel W. Barker, Samuel J* 
Potter, Henry Y. Cranston, James Barker, Joseph J. Tripp, David Bri» 
man, jun., Robert Williams, J. C. Peckham, Caleb Tripp, John TilkTi 
Ebenezer White, Jamei Stevens, Jeremiah Bliss, William Stevens, Jaen 
Minzey, William Rider, — . Ranson, William G. Burroughs. 

Extract from the minutes. — '^Entered apprentice's lodge dosed and mur 
ter's lodge opened. Voted and resolved. That no spirituous liquors be draik 
in this lodge afler the 24th day of next month excepting at qoarterlr conat- 
nications or af anniversaries; (this motion was made by brother llenryT- 
Cranston, and supported by him with arguments too ponerful to be resisted,) 
which caused an universal gloom and the lodge closed in form.'' 

Regular Lodge, Monday Evening, Nov. 17th, 5817. Present — R. W. 
Benjamin W. Case, Master; Augustus Newman, S. W*.; Thomas Pralt| i* 
W.; John Handy, Secretary; William Douglass, Treasurer; Caleb TVvpt 
8. D.; Isaac Shearman, J. D.; John Tillinghast. Tyler; James Perrf, K* 
W. P. M.; Henry Y. Cranston; Eli Mirrill; William Simons; RobertLiv- 
ton, Jun.; Timothy R. Peckham. Voted, That a Committee be appoiBtc' 
to report if expedient to remove the family out of the kitchen; tbe report tokt 
made the next regular lodge night. Brothers James Perry, Douglas! 9Mi 
Newman, that Committee. 






Robert R. Carry of the town and county of Newport, of lawful api * 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatolte 
Quos. Did you ever bear tbe latie Mr. Joba Case of JamestowiHy say tilt 



Ifiibad at anj time rehired a letter from the lata B. B. Mumford^ wbieh li# 
waa requested to burn ai toon as be bad read it, when on a jurj in one of tba 
masonic cases so called, did jou ever tell anjbodj that you did, and in conse- 
quence of which letter he gave a different verdict in that case, from what he 
otbervrise should? Were you well acquainted with said John Carr; has there 
been any others of that name in that town? 

Ans. I was well acqaiuted w-ith said John Carr; think he was on the jury 
in one of those cases. 1 know of but one of that name in Jamestown for tba 
last twenty years, eicept a young man now living there, about 24 years oC 
age. I never beard John Carr say any thing of the kind as expressed in 
the question, and bare bever told anybody that 1 did. Bobert R. Cake. 

Samuel Carr, being sworn, in answer to the above question put to R. R, 
Carr, says; I have no recollection of said Carr's ever being a juror on one of 
tboee eases, nor did I ever hear him aay any thing about receiving any such 
letter. Samuel Caru. 

B. U. Carr, being sworn, in answer to the same question as above, aaya 
ke never heard said John Carr aay any thing of the kind mentioned in said 
Question. Benjamin U. Carr. 

• 

^ Francis Carr, being affirmed, in answer to the same question as [above, 
fara be never heard said John Carr say anything of the kind mentioned ia 
|atd question. Francis Carr. 

baae C Peckham, being sworn, testifies that he knows of no .rule or 
priiiciple of masonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the de« 
l^e of past master before he can be installed as a master of a lodge. 

Quest. Have you known any instance in which a roaster masoo has been 
io joiiiated into the degree of past master before he was installed as master 
ttf a lodge. Have you known auy instance to the contrary? 

Ans. i think I recollect one instance in which J. L. Boss was appointed 
Mi^ater of the lodge, that the lodge then closed and opened a pass master'a 
lodtfe, and gave Mr. Boss the past roaster's degree. But I considered it 
nothing more than complimentory. I have known of instances of the contra- 
Tf nature particularly the cases of Capt. Northern and Judge Sanford; I waa 
present at the installation of Judge Sanford. 

Question by Dr. Case. 

Ad9* I^have taken 8 or 10 degrees in masonry. • 

Isaac C Peoxham. 

G€org0 Knowht, being sworn, testifies that be knows of no rule or prao<» 
late ia masonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the degree 
•f past master before he can be installed as master of a lodge. He has tak-« 
aa but three degrees in masonry. George KJVoifVLBa. 

popf « Simon Netototiy being sworo, says, in i^nwer to ^ 

Quest. Did the late John L. Boss, Esq. who was formerly master Qf St. 
^oIib's lodge ever meet or see Capt. Silvester Gifford, while on any jury io 
pae of the masonic cases, or any other juror at your house? 

Ans. Boss was never in my bouse to my recollection. Capt. Gifford is a 
relation of ours, and whenever here on a visit with his wife or daughter, be 

fenen^lly pyts up at my bouse. He did so on pne occasion when he waa 
ikto vp to serve on a jury in one of the masonic cases; but X do aot recollect 
that any man whatever visited the liouse while Capt,. Gifford was therei nor 
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was there a word said to hiin upon the subjeot of any of those cases; hawts 
not a man to whom such conversation could be addressed if anj one coaMbe 
bad enough to wish it. . 

Quest. Are you a mason — how high? 

Ans. • i am a master mason — no more. Simon Newton. 

Peleg Almy, of Portsmouth, in the county of Newport, of lawful agCiOi 
solemn oath, doth declare and say, in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Quest. Are you a mason, or have you ever been. 

Ans. No. 

Quest.. Did you ever know the hailing sign of masons qr any masonic signs 
tiver given in any court to any judge, juror, witness or officer. Did you ^r 
know any judge, juror, witness or officer being a mason, in any court to dbflf 
any such sign or to give any preference to a. mason as a mason? 

Ans. To first part of the questiou, he never did ; he knew nothing aboit 
the signs, and if any were given he should not know it. To the second part 
he knew nothing about masonry, did not know who was a mason and whonoti 
anless they told him. He never to his knowledge knew of any judge, juror, 
witness or officer who was a mason, to give any preference in the performaiice 
of his duty to a O1a^3on over another who was not a mason. 

Quest. Hav^e you^any cause or good reason to believe that any such prefer 
«nce ever was given ? • 

Ans. I have had cases iuTcourt which went different from what I tbougy 
right. There was some mystery in it, whether it was masonry or not, lew 
tell. The particular case 1 refer to was with Ebenezer Davenport, carried 
on for him by Edward Wilcox, who I am informed was a mason. I was 
informed that there were several masons on each jury, once when the jnrj 
did not agree, I was informed that they stood 9 to 3, and that the three wers 
masons. John B. Newton was on that jury, I was frequently in at his shop, 
and- generally found Wilcox there; after the papers were taken from thejurjj 
I saw Newton and he told me he was satisfied that the witness (against me] 
lied throughout in all he said. I asked him why then he did not give tlh! 
case to me, h^s replied because it would be tixing forgery upon the oiler | 
party. Peleg Alht. 

Isaac A, Dennisj of Middletown, in the county of Newport, of lawful igf, 
on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogi* 
torics. 

lilt. Have you ever heard Mr. Peleg Almy, of Portsmouth, or Mr. AofW' 
tus Peckham, of Newport, declaring publicly that they knew of masons beiig 
guilty of exercising a corrupt iuiluence in any court of law? 

Ans. At the term of the court of common pleas when Bateman Munro was 
taken ofif the jury as being a mason, he heard Mr. Almy say that if the insti- 
tution was not put down, no man in this country could get justice done bui; 
that he felt the effects of it. Witness asked him how, but he gave no sad*- 
factory explanation. Has had no conversation with Mr. Almy since on.thtt 
subject. Had 'a conversation with Mr. A. Peckham, Jr. on last election day. 
He, Peckham, was speaking of the institution and grew quite warmj be M^ 
said that he had suffered by the institution in that court house. WltncJi 
asked how and with whom, but Peckham did not explain. 

Isaac A. Dew^is. 

JVichols flassard, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, €• 

solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following intern^itoriw- 

Intg. Have you ever heard Capt. Geo. Howland say that he knew rf» 
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ny other mutnilic hudj^ fur llu- r<tl{*f oflUu wpttCTu iuSerei'* ■ 

d. or (hn»o ihen in priton tn Hie »e»(tm p«rl iirN»»-Vork a 

B akduotion or iniinliT of Mopjod. Dili j-oii v»<r hear hini ««j t^attil' 
bseu so iiiTiJMnpil Tiy air/ royalsrcli or oihrr nmsoii ? 
n». Htf ifuvs ort dislin::llj- rccuIlBcI of hni-liig beard liiin my any tWuB 
IKut. 

itg. Hava yrn ffpqiicutlj lieard Mr, HimlaHil iit>nvurite Mpiu l^a sybjtel 
n»onrT, il^o, wli»t uppuarej ti> be l.i* loiit immrv ui>un iW wtijoct. 
D*. FU liiB haJ a gr>-ia livnl of talki with Crn|>t. llnwJunil on llatMli- 
HasUtiarrf liin «nj- Hint tLi-toWa* notliiiiH criminnl Ir niKnonr^ Hiat Im 
r. «r, itBivr' h'-srd Iiiin miy ihni llir-ta whs any tiling b t!ii? niKnoiiic *hli- 
tM iaeninpaliW willi nny oilier o)il>;;nlii>iia, rttijrioUi or rivil. Mowlniid 
toM lliil tttarts i»pr« win? ll'inj;* dti.i?d liy mtiiiiis wliifii lift wmllj not 



. Ill . I ;;,; I ■ . .' If ■ ■■ . , ' 1. , ,1 ..,/i.v i,'.»d »nliiii»iftn. "HsfHnwIanih) 
.'(■■i-.i.. .... 1 :;( I ir Ca^c'i; aiiri cnHeil Orl'wilHI'Wlo 

'.'jj »;i': ;..:ii 'II. I :. 1: . i!. : .i.iil |. ri tiini Hicr* wlii'tf he rbHw awir, b« 

1 U.«li.,i.l ,ii,,.( t.v.,Un,r*!i:UT lil.n. Tli-r cflnrrr.tii oDaut l>r- Cole's 

Me* vnirli th ' xi'itin*, ai>'T l\-t (Htwloml) t'liiA lindiooglit tUtlU. Cum 

iojn ^^li^^l!,1^,■ll;Dl(■l^^lHl^Tllo iiMlniicsjliy llwinfteflli*. " '* 

'4b»w,iv tc .j'v-diins l)_y-G.'or:,'« T.-nipf. '". " 

ill yoj i!(pr iir-iir miy jiiWiifin a'l joiirlinusn pnJcQvorU piimt> ouV'ot Ci^pl- 

r«Dd n»y I»f.jri.ia(fi)n nliOul mnvjnry or Iti; pr,!cee.Ii'igH (ifwason*! 

W. Hn t!ii..lfs ll:-Ti:is. H« hiii lif/nsnlf, Coii not iifBai- ttiulAft/ rtk- 

Hfon liait uoy iich Jesiifiiv tiu liaJ litiii«iiir. 

t|{. Was OP was not Ca;tl. irj«lnml (it ono (liJic vorj frfo lo >olk nBdH 

i«ifitii(ion, nnil liM lit? nnl OlT-r or prd|io!tf.W IjriiiJ llli-in a botikliT CyjiVf, 

ifffT a '"iTr tW nil (icr*on prpS'Tit rwilj fimr out )io« In rtitd il lii «!"« 

Il*i aiitl .111 liff nut pr'i:(nc:.' (hirrK.»ii«ii a biakf 

il. Ca;it, HdwIaiiiI always iatiit^J vpi-y IVeelj ujion the ul^jfif of t^- 

i^inlil lut.'ly! SincR Mm eltriti^mrnt Imii £ot ■■) lii;;li li^^mii !><>»() moro 

fe>[. H'/wlauil oHt« ^i)i:[ h^ (»'ii>l 1 hriii>c n honk Djctp in oj f'lwr niniitt 

hry.on'tl hR.atH-vtnnli itiJ hr'in~ silnfi a b^-igl.- awl hn g,)r<TC<i to. raakip v^ 

|Mt nr>Tit? but maituns ronl-l rfuJ it. Wilni'M. lui^k It t^it' cnuttlVuks 

U^ nf il. fir. ft^3r;;D Tujiwr »aUi hn wonlj U^gn to niii it WiJ.gitt. 

f\9 ir ilia slnrl ii,i..!,"!m,l iliil lli.-.i f>.iil (.-.t ?i>in" juirtofit.- 

fjT Will llpivUnJ pvfir <oy in yunr prcimce llijitj'lii! wonW bjj tianimd 

■Msaii* coiiU Maki? Iu<n sw/nr la n I in fkir (li«e)i" i(»f, i»i>Bt na« tJii: . 
lion Sml wli°n imd wIitpi? an* it? 
>*.' lie l>..'[ir<l liiiii ii»y i')iii filling nf tl<^ l<in<l st !iii linuic hut wlinn t)e 

lell; lis li.'arJ liicp *ay Maiit fie .nwU o>>l s**** 1<» »ujf ^'ins "*»* <»■ 
roe for masnns nnr anv bfjily.cUi;. , , . ■ , . 

tff. .Uii! C'Lijjt. Hiiwiiu.I.w (Ul ii« not, flf )ri« """frt-n "iff a«4 V^"^' 
.lligt book in cyplier tii tlia jWn.ttMWn afncu pvrtat^ wlm wmj^'.-jteiitat 
'haaie. bn<l. ili4 yon nvertwur him atk lo Iuto it rrliirnRtl In Jtiin? 
i>. 'H,j iius- not. rucollcci, l)ut if rolher itnVi'* liiio Hwil hi- Jhl koTB i»- 
KEr. U.'j^u; Imu .na fecglinvti i.i nMttwrli.i Ui loairJ liiin nj)l(iu,liav« it 



nod. 



. Iiy e«inmUtaa. Wlie« HowUod Mid In wwld imI tWKar Wasy 



tbiog not fr««, for uatODl or my body aUe—wbd led tt 'lii« ffwtfej Wki 
•pcerb; Jid he intitiiate that be thouEht stay mSiSODt WouW ask or wisli Itm 
to swear to »hftl wo* not true? Did lie say or intimate tlmt lie thought tltt 
•ny other muMOs would svreor to wiin( was net true? 

Aim. Tbers had been a case on trial in toiirl, in which one party w« ft 
mfdoQ and the nlhcr uot, in wliich tcvtinvony of |Dti*Vi>$ h&d bciju ;trtn. 
HowlaiiJ nnJ myself were talking abmit thnt trstimojiy nl the tiido be nitiiK 
th« abora remark. He, HanlamJ tonde no such intiiniiticFti 09 Ui»l mi'riand 
io tile ^u«)itioii. , 

QuBs. .Have yiu ever known ary ma SOB of roputnUe itnndins ie acutly 
(o Justify or pallmte the murder of Morgan^ 

Ans. IJg don't Vanw about that. Ue ba« beard a ni^^Boo (Sir. Hrt.Tj 
BIiior«) toniu time after people bpgao to talk |irntty freely about the aHuf, 
siiy Ihdt b« did not believe a. nord of i(, and if it "as «o it viiif no ini>r< tiuia 
ha decerved, He vritness lif* iiaver heard any olfaer .raaioo n[«riiss twi» 
lentiipcnt. 

Qiieat., Did Mr. M^ore expresB Ihii ,ai hti aober, dpli'it«rsti> ppiniOQiji 
did be say it by nay of r«turt and ia auawcf tu, lami! ftccutatiogi «gaia|(i 
■Hiiati*? 

AflB. He eiprcssei) himself ivftrmlj'j tad &s Ibuugh be rualiy fitlt it! 
Theris me 00 jirovocation nl all. 

^uc*^ lluvc yny ml on oioiiy <«r.a.%ions in pre^^ricc of Mr, Mi)Or» inl. 
to liim. chKrgcd ma»DDB ivith the murder of Morgan and said that mason* jut^ 

t'Mitf ■ 

..Alls- .He d<)a't kiiovT ,biit be might bave «aid K'^.^and dan'l kiioic ns.kf 
did. H* bn* »ai<l Ibat he bol^rvjid lli<^ iiislituli(|ti A1 an in»titiitioii nf inf'- 
soory had soreoind the p^rpetrafoiit of tUu Jccdj.atid be bdiuvvd it JlioD«»tlf, 
sod doca bclinvc it now. 

^ue'^t." ' Have you not >uid many iIl»i*uIs* mitli Alr,M>ibre u^a sucb ate*} 
latittOflP Ah. a A'9pd many. 

Intg. Hnv<! you oiilli (generally or. oflen f^oX wninioaBiicli occn^iuoB- 

>Las. TiVi; l novcr knew Mbpte on any ttca^ion wlu-ti'aiiy utieW 
ioR y/a* ukcd hiin ahntit ilis muidcr of Morgan, but vtlinl Fi" would «l^^ 
■ycr wnmilT auA as ifhe Mt h, even if Pv^r bo eout brtori'. 

Inlf . Was it oil one onhose occiu<ioli8 Ihnl Mr, Moore iiscd tli'«M- 
proMiona yon have sintud.' Ahs. Np— ^it was nol. 

lute. On what oct^HHTOii was it ? (theo ? wl»o werr^ nrogeiil ? whM 
led toll? * - ■ 

'Ann. I wnH nitkinj; him w|)cth«r he belioTcd thai SI<ii;ciiii wa- rnf- 
rJMofTb^ tuasonH, Wo were t alb tng pretty "ctiollv. H- r ; ' 
btfcire Mnfpd. Tbtire wa.i no one jiimsrnt. It wanouV M du .: 
wiM tWn oT tbrcf yeai'mgo as near vm he rtcolfncts Momi 1 
held a diOcrent laiigiia^e. He? eny« dow lei the inai;iini> Ik 
nnaTrtttrr linng'tlie whnlv of them. I hhvo heard liim saj' Ifini nifn. 
fakatif hihianflanothrrniaAonwilli liim Ray the sBttne fhtog l«at' night; fll* 
other mason nns llukcr, tbn innsoti bv trad*. 'Ntciioi.s llMtAiiD, 

*SW«r< UfitiHanti of Newporf, <if |Avl\il age, ohaolornn oalii, iloili dl~ 
clarv and suy in iin-'vcr t'> itilerrogRt«rienr 

Thtrf he is n tKDticn. lias tiittn' (ho royni nrrh degree and iIip de- 
gn^a bcFow fn tli^ii' order. Ho hw aUa lakon the two drerodt of'roj' 
al and aelc-l mn-tpr, Tht fir<l tftr^p In: took in Mount A'cfuvft I-^dj*. 
PrMriacQic. BlioBt iBW-'ai. The p.ilimr' degre«« b^ t««* in iheroviJ 
anrh tlinptfir in PrVtrideitcis al dtiI«T«iil limea. All tif-iS*iu b* ifcint* 
prior to tiio year l!!*6. 

Qw*»t. h^TetmUaitt**. Ba^Mt Bow ™*«H«ft ibe n«lh« ^\mliid*f' 
•d to you? 
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Ami, 1 should know It if read to me (and being read he aaTs,Wth# 
form n<jw read to mc from paper annexed marked A is the first oath 
1 took, and IS the same word for word, as 1 believe, except that the lat- 
ter or penal part of th^ oath is different. The expressions in the oath 
1 took were ere (or before) I would reveal, &c. &c. I would have, &.c. 
and that was my understanding of the oath, and not that I agreed to 
sufler any such punishment should I reveal, &c. That the fellow craft'a 
obligation now read to him from same paper is correct with the excep- 
tion and correction already maHo m case of the lirst degree. The form 
of the master's oath in caine paper is the same he took" with the correc- 




-_ , , ^ - words in the 

2a clause may or not have been in the oath he took; he can't recollect; 
he cannot now well distinguish between the form of the oaths he took 
in Providence, and those he has heard administered elsewhere. He 
docs not recollect the words in Nos. 3, 4 and 5. The form of royal arch 
mason's oath read to him from same paper he believes to be the oath ho 
took. 

In further answer to questions contained in paper marked E he says, 
in answer to !No 6, that those words he has heard somewhere; they 
are familiar to my ear; whether they Vverc in the oath or lecture or 
whether he heard them in the Providence or some other chapter he can't 
say; he thinks he heard them in Providence, but is not positive. To 
the seventh he makes the same answer as to the last. To the eighth he 
answers explicitly that he never took any such oath. To the mnth he 
imswers that he never took any such oath. 

Answers to standing interrogatories. 

10th. He answers in the negative. 

14th, He answers in the negative. 
;33d. He answers in the negative — 'he never did hear any mason 

i'ustify or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan. I have never 
leard much said about it among masons for or against it. 

38th. He answers in the negative. 

Question by committee. Have you ever had any conversation with 
others upon that subject; if so, what was it? 

Ans. He recollects having had some such conversation with some 
person or persons here in jSiewport, he thinks; the persons he cannot 
now name ; his recollection is indistinct. There was some talk about a 
contribution having been made in some lodge or chapter in Providence, 
and 1 was referred to and joined in the conversation upon the occasion; 
and I then mentioned that I had heard or read such a thing before; that 
the first time I v/cnt to Providence I would enquire about it. I believe 
I mentioned that 1 had heard or read it in Providencp; it might have 
been in New-York ; which place he was then frequently visitmg on 

Question by committee. Did you ever hear any such proposal for a 
contribution, made in any lodge or chapter in Providence or elsewhere 
by any member? Ans. No. 

In answer to quc^'tions by George Turner: ,^*^^p ^u^n 

Quest. What lodges have you attended in foreign countries ? when 

and where? Are their ceremonies and mode* of initiation and work 

as far as you know them similar to such as you have observed in this 

^""Kr Has attended a lodge in Curracoar, and a French and Amari- 



ind motle ol' working with I>w variatiaal 

Quost. JCynu conf^ideidd llie penalrj of your raasc-nic oiwhsio Iba 
lighl you have sfatedv iinm- do yoii Btcdnnf far there jieiog » diElinol 
[i#niittr to the «;athH ufrlie acvt-ml degrees, and all of (hciBif itiftintd 
tiOcrvaariJv pratluciiig ilautb, \iul all by diflferent luesus? 

Aita. fin knoii!* of na reason for tbe vnriation excppi it is to nwl* 
each on* moN) impresHive asd bindiiigr nnd aleo ibai thf^ diflcfeot do^ 
grses may bo dtHlingutiihed by the ft>rnis of ili& obligations. 

Quest. AVha was master of JVI^unt Vernoo lode" nl the linte y«a 
took the three first dtjgroea? 

Ana. Henry Martin was mastsr, bf tbinlcs; wliptbpr be w*a w 
when he, th« witness, took the whole, witnesncau'l *oll; tbinba hflWA 

(jucst. Are the dulie!! pointed out In the masonic lactur«i) c<mtld4i|B 
ed by ntasone as binding ou Uicat as tho addnsascs aiidcbBrg«B tirei ■ 

Ana. He thinks they ore. 

Quest. Did rou over tnow a masonio bbli^atitm to ^n Kdnntauttcrtd 
by Way orainrmalioii> 

Ana. Jiot to hi» knowledge. He never heard tho atlJrmeljDii csIM 
Tar.' Thf-fft t» nalhing to makfl him donbi that it would bf adminietMetf 
ifcatlud for. 

({•icet. Did this convf^rsaiTon occur al Mr. Hasswd'fi on the fan) 
nijftit thai you producPd there tho majumic book in cyptier cnMkJaJw 
the Iccturirs on the three first degrees ofmaMury^ ^^ 

Ann. JJe cninol sny. 

Q<i«Bl. " Is liial bonk, one mthoHzed hy the lodgCK or grand todgt 
of this State as iustruotiou in the msaonit kcturesunthe thtec firM iK- 
gicta otmuuoaiy! 

And, Ho rartnot eny. Ho knows nolhinjs; dbout it. 

QueM. Have you or have you aoi studied it for tlint fnrpoic? 

Ans. U« Iiu Rtudisd it lor bis own infttrucFina and to brush cITlW 

Quest. Are tfie lectures as laid down in that book, when iliily derj- 
pko'tid. It ourr«ct d<!lineatinn of the masonic lectures on ihotie degtvet 
OS practised In Ibe lodg«s in IhU Sl&te? Ans. Vea. 

Geobgc HawLitia. 

BaUft^M JtfuKro, of Portamoiiil!, in flic roaniy ot Kowjiort ofhiwiVl 
on iiateuju oalh d'jtli declare and'nay la ahswcr to the f(>lloiviu|[ fr 



I, nnd by 



■cniojoii; if^o Won nmoy ^ 
Bt,iu it.dgflsorclmftcr*ir«» 



lertiigali- 

Intg. Are yen or .Imve yon 1 

$r«G« ID mavoury linvn y^ti tiiksu 

you MloiiMed, and ta wbat timef 

- AttH. I am a frttcmtisuu, atjd nhnwt forty ve^n ngo ite<»k ikvfitMK^ 

g«ew In Charleston, South Carolina, and th'e nest Iwo in BriutAl %l 
•latUie St-Jdiin'sl-idgs . *■ 

'r^«'e-.h."^*^»»- H"o you or iiave yno not paid (!,« bi^«„„ fc*. 

bof'n ofiiille usetoyuu eh n ftrnier, bui ihut w!ii!cy„u wtntlo»eaioa 

traded, y'>u fiiuod it r.fgiuaf BUfTici:;? 

'r^t'' "'■i;''''«'"'*'«"i"f?'''>*li'wiiile:wr,feigncw.Btrics. 
-»• Fmnob, fsEiam^U uad Englj^Ii ' 



•***'«E- '« *l'at ways did you I'.nd ii .crvicablc 
Am. By shuwiat! liinHtelfus n ma 



^Jg«**0f9.«. 



.ors. iwd what !«; quitlii d« and wiift li» oqhM — *.^ffl=»« 
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aking himself knchtn as a mason ho has been aided and assisted in 
luggiiDg his goods ill the Spanish dominions — never in this country^ 
the countries he has mentioned he has been aided and assisted by 
e ofBcers oi'the customs, and also by the governor himself, and also 
e bishop. For tour years I sailed from this country with a mcmoran* 
im of contraband goods for them, and for which I never paid any du- 
, making three or four voyages a year: the port I allude to was Ha- 
ina. i have myself received formal assistance from masons on vari- 
18 occasions. I have, through the influence of my masonry, derived 
'eat benefit to myself and owners; and I have always made use of my 
asonry for that purpose. I have made myself known in foreign coim« 
ies by the arts and sciences given me. Bateman Monro., 

JVilUam fVtlfi-iitfttm, of Providence, Rhode Island, sworn, says, fnr 
dswer to the interrogatories marked D. 

Answer to Ist interrogatory. I am a freemas3n, and have taken the 
»llowing degrees in masonry, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, 
aster masDn, mark master, past master, most excellent master, royal 
cli; and knight of the red cross, knight templar and knight of Malta, 
hich are usually blended together and considered as one degree; and 
le royal master's and select master^s degrees 1 have also taken. I 
a) initiated into the first degree in St. John's lodge No. 2, in the stato 
3U3e in Providence, in June, 17i)^, and I received the second and third' 
agrees in the same lodge during the same year. I received thet hrcenext 
egrees in the Providence chapter of royal arch masons, late in 1793. 
bTso received the degree of royal arch mason in said chapter, in No- 
ember, 1793. The degrees of knight of the red cross, knight templar 
id knight of Malta, I received in St. John's encampment, in Providence- 
'he other degrees I received in what is called the counsel of royal and 
lest masters, in Providence. I was made a royal arch mason on the 
at evening of opening a chapter i;i Providence, v/hich was tho first 
apter ever opsaed in tho stato of Uhode Islarul, and this chapter L 
iliave wa? tlio se^^nl chapter ever opened in New Iflnglnnd,. 
Ai^. to 2d. There was. 

An 3. to 3d. I am not positive whether this was the case with me otj 
kking the entered apprentice's degree; but I believe that such a decla* 
Ltion wa3 made to me by the presiding officer on taking the obligations 
i each of the other degrees which I have taken. I have been the pre- 
ding officer, and have administered the obligation in each of the 
igrees up to the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, and I have 
.variably stated to the candidate on his taking ea-h of the obligations,, 
lit nothing in tho obligation which he was al)out to take would inter- 
sre with his religious or political opinions, or with the duty he owed to 
ismiker or hi? country; this was the substance of the declaration. I 
anaot b3 positive as to the precise words made use of. So far as I 
ave been acquainted with the masonic institution, its principles and 
i'a2ti8es, this sentimsnt has been universally inculcated and practised 
pan, that the ma3onic obligations were not to interfere with the politics 
r religion of the mason. It was always considered that the institution 
od nothing to do with a man's roligion, further than it required a belter 
^ God; itMhc candidate was known to be an atheist he would be re- 
acted at once. 
Ans. to 4th. 1 think that I could state the substance^of the obliga- 
oils, hilt cannot repeat them verbatim.. The obligations in the three 
fat degrees, read from paper marked A, are, I believe, the same obll- 
i^tioos without variation which I took, and which I have usually admin- 



94 

tstered, and havb Been admiaUtered by oth^rfl in lodges. The reaiM 
why I cannot repeat the obligations verbatim is, that 1 have not presided 
in a lodge or administered them for nearly twenty years. It has not j' 
come to my knowledge that the obligations have been written or printed, ' 
but they have been handed down as matters of tradition. I read ma- 
sonic obligations in a book called Jachin and Boaz, nearly forty yean 
ago; with this exception 1 have never seen masonic obligations written 
or printed until now. The several obligations read from paper marked 
JB, being the mark master's obligation and the other obligations up U 
the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, are substantially the sann 
obligations which I took, and which I have administered, and which I 
have always seen administered in these degrees, in chapters of mason. 
There inav be s^ome verbal variations, but no substantial difference. 

The obligations of the degrees of knights of the red crosB and knighti 
templars, read from paper marked C, are substantially the same oblh 
gations which I took, and which I have heard administered in encamp- 
ments. 

There is nothing in the regulations of masonry which would prohibit 
an affirmative from being given instead of an oath. I never knew, aa I ~^ 
recollect, any person request that the affirmation instead of th^ otilr 
should be given to him. 

Answers to interrogatories relative to the clauses in the oath ia 
Aliyn's ritual, on paper marked £. 

Ans. to 1st. I do not recollect any such thing. 

Ans. to 2d. I don't recollect any thing of the kind. in the obligationa. 
It is a general principle of masonry to assist a worthy brother in allhii 
lawful undertakings. 

Ans. to dd. And the words * ' and they left at my own election, " I neTer 
hoard in any obligation. 

Ans. to the 4th and 5th. I never heard any thing of the kind mitii I 
came here. 

Please to explain what is meant by *'all lavful signs and aunnM^nM 
V'hich may be ^n-t?* or sent to «?€, 4*c." and also what is meant ** ifwitk9 
t/w fcn^iilt of my cchic /t>ic," in the master's oath, and the other clauses ia 
this oath. 

Ans. the iir^t clause has reference to the notices to attend the lodge, 
and also to applications for aL^sistaiicc. '* Jjtviikin the length ofmycMbk 
^oir," means ii within my ability, convenience and inclination. Tliisha 
4ilways been my understanding of the meaning of this expression, •od 
1 have always practised upon this construction, and believe it to bf 
correct. 

The expression, ^' In ill aid and aasist all iiorthy niasici' ruasons,lhif 
widoips and orphnus,^^ I think has been before explained in the explaofr 
tion relative to the cable tow. 

The expression, ''I icill Leejj a hrolhrr^s secrets,"' Sfc. moans that, we 
should not unnecessarily, or lightly reveal a brother's secrets. I ^ 
not consider that this would authorize the concealment of crimes com- 
mitted by a mason. If a m«'L^ou had stated to me that he had cominitted 
any crime, I should have felt myself bound to disclose it to the lodgC» 
and to have had the mason exnelled. I do not think that 1 should, lUH 
der my masonic obligations, have concealed any crime committed by t 
mason against the laws, or against society, whether the mason hadbeea 
expelled or not. 

The expres.sion, **/ v^ill apprise him of all approaching danger," doei 
not require a mason to warn a brother of the danger of puQisbjnent bf 
otfenccis which he had committed against the Itgun^H. ., I never sut alif- 



adifTcTcat cwMiruciian Pjr mmtom, I «oim1iI^ 
I mil, tuutiM, luid k'^f lite »ei*r«id al ft;kn>lliof iB»- 
trorlhy l>r»ll)c(. 

lO'ltis Reunify of-tiicotiligoti^a ? Aut>«!<?r. I «mii- 
^imI. uud tiindiug upon (I10 boaot nf tltoji 




idtoti uftlie tilfli«. N«. It. in tb« Tcra^lar'M Ghai^' 
rum t 1.. Cnv. ■ ? Aun-ncr. Tliu T«jtiplar'i> cttligolioii MifiUiia* ibi* 
fOaitMi, " ^ii,i 4frit-JrH off Will fiiaced vn (Ik hifclicM tjiivr im «JliW*(i«^ 
' mm) Ibi;. plaie lu'>ka liko & plctiir--- of it. I anvar cxuniu«dCui«lf: 
Jii Biy-Iif'd, oiui luuiw itiitliia^ about U. . .,.,,>( 

V^r facoci^ aQr:«uclt cucfir'MiiiiMis lugd in cltit|>lei9 b« siaiftd.iqj>*ri 

iiar,Iwa fE..] >»». 0, 1, « an<1 SI ■- . ■■ ; 

•ivec tti. 'iiii intcrro^atoijf. A, verbal .chu^u ku given tuiBui4b 
tae of tBkiog (iRcJl of la/ masMiic oi>liir;.lioii>; \\u: oh„r-v' m-ic 
Wtliallj' tlio eaine aft ltu«« iu \\\1<:< 
i^l bcu![i puhltthfl ft tt)<^ limi! ur LiA 
Ljarcb dwjfuop. t ci>psid«r>?ri 1h<: < < 
of mn^nury, ttii<l liiudtiig upon in>: I" 

eetion. Wtte llio stalemcut by tbo fiKtiulinK oiSMir. iNnt-yquf.wi^ 
^bli^fttion^i wurg nut to intecfuro viib yi|i» ivUaion fit p<^ifii ~ 
Itto yffU nreviouBTo taking onch.nbiisution ? . . . .y ^ . 

>feHr^c. I do udt re<Hi]Ie«t diBliiiclly,l>ut J tUink it wok. 
^er to iOtti. .1 novcr haJ uuy sucli ,i(l«c I .hovv liufuriy^ 
melTiitilioiiuf tiift"Uligali')M. . i tK-vev lutnrd it t-tid by,w>]r4[ 
iBy Indgc as a»v huuuub Itud hu}' auth poWftE-orjuriMUCtiott^i^^^l 
WWQrt» t'^ilt. 'th4,«o»Ktiluii.uniiadby-lawfi of liijgfs itro liwiHfVlb ' 
tAtod tind puWishnd, and ait- always kept in buoXt t'f ii'taij]. ._ T 
of DO s«ci'(!t by'litwM, iiud fraui my loog wtu&inriioca wtllj |1i|)ibii- 
.jiti^li^io^, 1 cu) Aay with Eoirty, tlK-vv ue no nfct^i, by^tiin^. [ 
it kuont that aay ludgei \i*b ttoy book ofrccurd?, or otti«r Iif>a(ucoia-t 
^g secrets. , ,. .., . -j , ; 

|BWGrto!3ih. I do uot,,,, ,. >.,.«:: , ,„ , . ■. ,,-;.,. 

isimriv 1 liii. I dul uqt, I li^vo bei^n «. aHMSif for,,neiu'ly Mrl/ 
! ilic objecl of masonry to bo a.M'ci'U co(n|ucl..fttLr^ 

i':iigiou tt&d nnliltca KTc excluded; thul (AC inst|4ii- 
ii-iiy tu ojLtend our cburily toalljtiankijLdi anil mure 

'■■■•niTen; nad that il uiL-nluntrc) tliBiooial uii^ socul 
"■J?: .... 

il^ecto IPfh, I nci-^ (lid, . 
iufir fo i^th. I Mvpr did. , 
Itgiprto IIHV). I i)t;ve/ d(d, 
fasrct tu 3!«1. Never, iuuo iaflttuicc. 

iBWdrto^d. i never did. 1, 

uiwer to 35lli. I bave visited lodges iit other e^titcs, fttid do au* 
' of miy tHli"i>r.-iii;i! U-l«'i;fn iheir raiutOAJc pcmJties, ttigns, ai>dAlMO 
■ .-. u. ilii- iDdgos if) this slBte. 

■ Sir ,■-! iSiaTlodgvB. irt this am ondur tbo puVn^di- 
M ■••■' Mio QTTi.nil lodge of tt>te»tate; and 1 tie eqi|l 

,;.,(lv[- tin' sulTordinatlon or juHsdiclion of njij; bfldy 
aioDK iu ilic lYorjd. , ^-ind the gmnd, ladge bavo no counmiiiic^ion 
life jiV'and i-liajil'T, genufal grand cbap.tci.or ciwnfnpmun!, or any otj^ 
ghi'iib,9dy,of_)pa§«ii>'. - - .-I 

JAStftB^ '^^■'fiiViiib" *^>''^''' alBtej communicM^iril^ I'Bch otliof.u 
". tlieir eTeefio(i» of officers and oltiermasonic informnlion. bul m 



^^^^Eil oAier w»y. tllCTe I» ao cttuatxma in guvAromnti or utKenrtM^^' 

^^^K»«i>D (ko |C|rBjiil lodges in ike auv*rBl tuattat kud ibe hig)»r onIw* bf 

^^^^towane; Itui iiu iiiuu caa ti« adnutisd lo Ihe ttigJK-r dc^fvoa uoIcm hi 

^^^^M« tukoD ftll tlic loner dc|[rfcii. In the origin of Ibe grnnd Mgt ia 

^^^Bw» nf«te, ltiei« li«iiig but iwn lo<ler« ■» >t>« BttUu, Ihviu waa a lOK 

^^^^ptinK ttigbl itutiotvfy ai«iitb«i8, k liiiiifa ; liul llie grund loitge pant 

^^^VVote niaiiy vcorH allrr, lltat thvy voulil iiut iidmil any new bcnarwj 

^^H^amuborti. In the ^i-nr IIM, thfr ^■h^^nT» in llii!;cv«ial IVcn-CiiflmJ 

^^^EltBtiixnd tht! etat<! arPiVtv-Vui je were iiirtiieil inlo ouc luosantc bndy «i 

^^HjfaHbcioiion, v»ticti tlie^eiiL'tnl ^rsitd choptvr oj' the northern t^attr, 

^^^^mi Msoociuiaii vae afiviwardH eM-Jodeil ^ aa to embrace all lli« ch*p- 

^^^nbain iltu Uiiilet] Stuiaa; uud this Titas«nic asBociatioa is now calM 

^^^H^» gooarul grand clinpti^r al'thc United States, and lh« prvaidiug ofi- 

^^^^M I IS called I tie general ^ruiid high prieel. The aetoroi cliBj;leT]iia 

^^^Mftch Mate form iho ^rnndohu^iieT ul'iLc statr, and Ibo fMceiOinft oHlca 

^^BWthta miuouic nHsoointlnn is called Ihe grand high priest. Tlitre mm 

^^^Rtabtirtliniktioii nrconn«xion bctwci-n any nnmoiiic asaonatinn inlltc ITni- 

HBfipd Staled and aiij- lodge or order of masoni in Kiirnpp, Tbv fimi 

^^^^Bfcj«ter« in ihcaoverul stalfMt arc subcrdiualo and under (be juriedictka 

'' ofttM general grand elinptcr of the Uaitcd Sfot*",' I Itarc no kao*- 

1ei%e at whnttiioi?, ur in what cuuntry Buid lli^'bvr ilegT«t:3 in masoafT 

origineied, or when tlioy wore intrtidimcd into thia eoiiniry. Th* rajU 

arcb ond thre» u^eteI^dill^ d«gr«M-B were tntr<}d(i^d iiitj this Matt 

p .^^V o Ycmlie r . in the year 1 I8fl, and the biglivr dvgreva have b«ru ii»trO- 

H^MfelCcd into this state sinro that lime. 'I'hc rnval arch and three prrteit- 

^^^^k'tlvcreea were introducad inlo thi.t slalebj' Moiie« Beinait. Peke 

^ ^Hturk, TbainasW. Moore, Ilio then UriiinJi Conital, Ltaiitel Slihrclf, 

Junalbau Dennisbn, Baanicl SlAnrna, and I Ix-lii^to, I>aniiil Dailer, at 

ibe TCffucst of otbct dliaeiM uftbia xiaie, arbo wisbr-d la rt>cei<r« iMta 

Iliiwhen il ifllbought exjindival, 

1 ha:ve aa knowledge of any tbtng of lh< fcuvd iu Wf 






received lulo itiatlcdgf. 

o kuowlcrlge ofaliy such thing, 



a that riodi M- 
neilJm- hwr 



'JTth. 

Am. (0 28lh. 
iiia^nnic body. 

Aiu-. la i'ath. The not 
Klled member may nut t>e 
^ Ads. to Sudi. I liBTt) n 
J. ««I trt'ony Buch Ihioc;. 
»i,;^ns. ti) aiwt. It i*. tl'lUumnnjin nuilccm him)feirkitr>«u oaainrfa. aoJ * 

e lodge bccamrw Mliitied that his pruteniiiDna arc itueli no bo rvprravoU 

-^1, and he hn» luken the- d«|(rca ef thut Iodide, ln'iina«r«r (n itin«iv< 
I of the ijucntion 1 would eny «i^ du tCtt huow any ereni inch 'in 
^^._ I nry, wn consider uuraclvna as equal*. Ifa n awan hndbnuneipril- 
-^■dlloiiu a ludge and we know it, we should net fidnut htm. If a imrta 
had been c»Dvietod of aiiy utaal wisnc and we knen il, wo ftbonld *•> 
adinil hiiu ir.tu lite lodge. We nbRuIdncl undertake to judge i>rhbgsill 
or inaiMiencc. I moke ihia deeluratiuu (rem my hiowlcdgeAf maaaB); 
Iperet knew auch u ciwe. 

AnawM ift,*Jd. I dftnoi know of nar prnceodinss In any |ud^ ir 
maxoiii'i body on this Kubjcei. 1 httve aWu>s c<:naideii:d that ibc o«- 
Hona in itii> Sinie had do mcru lo d6 with ihU bu>.ihe«H rtluivc iii Mw- 
gan, than citizfus of this .State liad, as cilixen. It woa a mkllM |ir 
unothcr jurisdictiun. 

Anif. In 33d. I ninrr haVc bcatd any (UMn 6li tay o«cmdn jitfUfr 
theahdortienorkilllna; nf Mdrgnn. . # 

In answer to the I III. inluirugatory oniitlod. I eomddftr tV» natf 
ormaaoDry tobo merely peraonnl by wbiek(^'a Bason KwrkftinVnglk- 
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•r. There is nothing in the eecreta of masofirf Which affect any other 
persons than masons. The sole object of the secrets of masonry, is, 1 
consider, to enable a mason to distinguish a brother mason from a per- 
«on who is not a member of the fraternity. The secrets of masonry can- 
not afiect any other member of society. 

Question by request. When you enter a regular organized lodge do 
you make any sign or motion; if so to what does it allude? 

Ans. This relates to one of the secrets of masonry, and cannot afTect 
any other person than a mason; and I therefore decline answering it, I 
4o not intend to answer or deny any questions relative to the secrets of 
masonry. 1 do not mean to say whether any such sign or motion is or 
is not made on entering a lodge. 

Quest, by request. Are the ceremonies of the initiation of a knight 
templar specified in page :250, and the representation or plate at that 
page, called the 5th libation in AUyn's Ritual, correct? 

Ans. I never read them, and I never saw this book, an<LI have no 
wish to see it. 

Quest. Are you willing to answer any questions relative to the formi 
of initiation and secrets of masonry? 

Ans. I am not, as these are merely personal and concern no body but 
siasons; and I do not think the question proper to be answered. 

Quest. Do you know any thing about a check degree or new pasA 
word's being given by any grand master in this State to yourself or any 
^ other mason since the Morgan afiair ? 

Ans. I know nothing about any check and new degree; there han 
been something instituted to keep out intruders or spies from the lodge. 
. I do not know what this is, as I have forgotten it entirely. 

Question by request. Were these words, **This pare wine I tako 
from this cup in testimony of my belief of the mortality of the body and 
the immortality of the soul, and as the sins of the whole world were laid 
upon the head of our Saviour; so may the sins of the person whose skull 
this once was, be heaped on my head in addition to my own^ and may 
they appear in judgment against me both here and hereafter, should I 
violate or transgress any obligation in masonry or the orders of knight* 
liood, which I have heretofore taken, take at this time, or may hereaf* 
ter be instructed in, so help me God'*— called the fifth libation* adminit* 
tered to you on taking the knight templar obligation ? 

Ans. These words made no part of the obligation which was admin* 
istered to me on taking the knight templar's degree. 

Quest. Were these said words used in any ceremony of initiation in 
the knight templar's degree? 

Ans. In regard to the secrets or ceremonies of this or any other de- 
crees in masonry, I neither affirm or deny any thing. 

Questions by request. Is there any thing in the royal arch mason^i 
4E>ath which refers to keeping the secrets of a brotber companion r^al 
arch mason? 

Ans. The royal arch mason's oath which has been read me embraib«- 
es every thing which I have heard administered in the oath in this de'^ 
^ree. 

Quest. From whence are dispensations obtained for the establish- 
ment of grand lodges, grand chapters cuid grand encampments? 

Ans. The grand lodges in each State were formed by the lod|^es in the 
State, and without any dispensation from any higher power, A genierd 
^rand chapter was formed as I have before stated; and the eonsti^aUon 
of the general grand chapter provided that there should be a grand chap 
iar in each State composed of the officers of the chapters in the otite^ 

IS 



Questions hj request. Hare you known anj person who was a 
Hon to give the secrets of masonry to any other not a mason, or instruct 
another in the higher degrees than those regularly received by hiin? 

Ans, I Jtever did. 

Quest. Have yott as a mason ever been told any thing respecting 
Morgan, or his fate, or his dilliculties, in which you could put conii- 
dence; if so, by whom and at what time? Ans. 1 never have. 

Quest. Did you ever know of Lev/is C. Brown, of Cumberland be- 
ing tried in the graiid lodge in Providenct; for an offence against ma- 
sonry ? 

Ans. I have some faint recollectioa of some difficulty, but know 
nothing of -the accusations; it was some years ago; I think the records 
of the grand lodge will show. William Wilkinson. 

Edrzillai Cranston^ affirmed. In answer to questions says, he is a || 
printer — resides in Providence — is a mason, and a member of Mount 
Vernon Ipdge, Providence royal arch chap'^er, Providence council of 
royal and select masters, all in said Providence, and the grand lodge 
of the state of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations — that he re- 
ceived the degrees of entered opprentice, feHow craft and master ma- 
son, in said lodge in the year 1814 — the degrees of mark master, past 
master, most excellent master and TXiyni arch mason, in the said chap- ' 
ter, in the year 1817 — and the degrees of royal and select masters, m 
the said council, in the year 1820. Have been presiding officer in the 
lodge and council, and am at preswit presiding officer in the chapter, 
and secretary in the lodge. 

Obligations were administered in each degree, and received in goo4 
feith by me, which have been written out in full and laid before your 
honorable committee, and are the same obligations in the aforemention- 
ed degrees written on papers marked A B and C. A good deal of pains 
have been taken to give the precise v/ords of the obligations as they 
have been given most, in the difierent bodies, by consultation amooj^ 
the present and past officers. That form which the most of the officer* 
bad used^ was agreed on as the most proper form. I am certain these 
obligations are correct — that is as I learned them, and I learned them 
of the officers who administered them to me. My view of the obligations 
10, that they are ancient forms and solemn asseverations; that-thcy have • 
been kept in use as much for their antiquity -as for any other reason, 
except the want of confidence in the members to frame better ones; 
as the charter of this state has been clung to. The declaration that 
**the obligation is not intended to interfere with the candidate's religious . 
or political duties," as v. ell as the eharges delivered or read from X\it 
* monitor to every candidate I consider as proper qnaliiications of the obli- 
gations. 1 have known the affirmation to be given to candidates,andshouM 
always have considered it my duty, while presiding, to have administered 




word ifor% ought to be understood, as it is expressed in a preceding 
point. And that they are binding on me so far that I would suffer the 
penalties rather than reveal what I have therein promised to conceal, 
and no further. So I have instructed others. Had the obliirations been 
framed to suit modern timee, the explanations and qualifications which 
an improved moral sense has given them, would be unnecessary. As t 
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Btate. I never Visited a lodge or other nfftsonlc body out of this Stat^ 
b6t once, and that was iu Seekonk, for the purpose of giving them in- 
formation respecting the manner of conferring the degrees and the lec- 
tures. 

I have never heard a mason justify the murder or tilling of Morgan, 
and iKJver heard one speak lightly of that transaction since it has been 
believed at ail to be true. Before it was thought to be true, I heard ma- 
sons and others speak lightly of it, as a story got up for some other pur- 
pose — that of maldng aalo ior his book Stc rather than because it was 
true. 

i consider the masonic institution a charitable one, not merely a mu- 
tual insurance company; because a member or his distressed family may 
draw out more than he ever paid in. It* a mason is in disircss, his claim 
ibr relief is good. (See by-law and abstract of charities.) 

Extracts from the by-laws of Mraut Vernon Lodge, . ** Article ' 14.— 
Should any brother disclose any transactions of this lodge, to the disad- 
vantage of the cratl or any individual brother; or conduct himself disor- 
derly; or by visciousness and immorality of conduct act unworthily the 
character of a mason; for the first offeiice he sh.ill be privately admon- 
ished by the master and wardens; for the second he shall receive a 
p*blic admonitien before the lodge; and for the third, when proved 
to the satisfaction of two thirds of the members present at a regular 
meeting, he shall be expelled the lodge, by ballot, as unworthy the 
fraternity. Provided, nevertheless, that should any member of this 
lodge be guilty of any heinous and infamous crime, deserving summary 
punishment, upon iinpeachment therefor, he may be expelled the frater- 
nity at the next regular meeting succeeding that at wbich he was im- 
peached; two thirds of tht3 members piesent voting for the same by 
ballot." 

^^ Article 21. — The master and wardens of this lodge shall 1)6 a 
standing committee for charitable purposes, and shall, on applications; 
iaqutre into the circumstances of indigent and distressed brethren and 
their families; and it shall be in the power of not less than two of them 
to draw from the funds of the lodge, and relieve such of the distressed 
or needy as necessity may require, not exceeding the sum of four dol- 
lars to any one brother or family, at any one time, without the appro- 
l»ation of the lodge.*' A true extract, B. Cranston, Secretary, 

Amount of money paid for charitable purposes from 1799 to 1B30. 

1799, $18; 1800, $10,67; 1801, $18; 1802, $30,50; 1803, $13,25; 
1801, $13; 1805, $15,75; 180G, $20,36; 1807, $38,62; 1808, $15,12; 
1809, $15; 1810, $28,50; 1811, $48,06; 1812, $34,25; 1813, $29; 
J814, $63; 1815, $45; 1816, $57; 1817, $106,69; 1818, $46,15; 1B19, 
^48,50; 1820, $33; 1821, $35; 1822, $56,75; 1823, $107,25; 1824, 
|107,75; 1825, $97,04; 1826, $132,50; 1827, $100,92; 1828, $97; 
1829, $71 ; 1830, $74,50.— Total, $1,715 13, exclusive of money rais- 
ed by subscription, which probably amouflted to several hundred dol- 
lars. 

Providence, May y 1830. Signed, Jason Williams, Com." 

A true copy from the records of Mount Vernon Lodge. 

Providence, June 3d, 1831, B, CaA^NSTON, Sec'ry. 

• 

The by-laws provide for the expulsion of a member for disclosing 
*« any of the transactions of the lodge to the disadvantage of th« orafi^** 
gcc. I know of no other punishment than expulsioa, ( by » by-law, I5tk 
Bt. John, aod 14th Mouat V^raoa*) . .,^ 
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The by-laws are jjrencrally nrUten, and kept in a book subject to iht 
ins'pection of any member. The constitution and by-laws of the gran4 
lodge are printed, and lay on the table, I have printed by-laws for a 
lodge; /think Washington lodge; I know of no secret by-laws. 

In answer to the several interrogatories on paper marked E, I say, 
Answer to l43t. I am confident I never did. 

Ans. to 2d. I never did precisely in these words; there is a clause 
in the master's obligation that ** I will not wrong a brother or deprive him 
of his good Thame, ^^ &.c. 

Ans. to 3d. I never did; the form in that part of the oath is, "I will 
keep a brother's secrets as my own, when committed to me in charge 
aa such, murder and treason excepted," 

Ans. to 4th. I never did. 

Ans. to 6th. I never did. 

Ans. to 6th. I never heard it in that form. 

Ans. to 7th. I never did. 

Ans. to Bth. I never heard the words *' espouse his cause so far %bX9 
extricate him from the same, whether he he right or wrong,** This obli- 
gation confined the assistance to be rendered, to a worthy brother, 

Ans. to 9th. I never heard the expressions in the latter part of tlus 
extract administered. 

Ans. to 11th. The extract 7th, &c. is correct. I shall decline an- 
ewering relative to the manner. 

Ans, to 12th. I never so heard it. 

Questions by request. During the period for which you state the ex- 
penditures for charitable purposes, %^hat amount was expended for oth- 
er purposes ; and what was the receipts of the lodge for that time fron 
all sources ? 

Ans. I am unable to state; the records of the lodge will show. 

Quest. Can you state any instance in which a brother or his family 
have received in charity a greater sum than he paid in for fees, quarter* 
ly dues, &c? If so please name the instance. 

vAns. I think I could with the assistance of the records of the lodge, 
and the orders drawn by the charitable committee of the lodge ; their 
orders are summed up, audited and recorded at the end of the year. No 
quarterly dues are paid. 

Question by request. You state that the forms of oaths here exhibit- 
ed are such as most of those who consulted about forming them agreed 
to; who were the persons who consulted, agreed and directed those to 
be exhibited as your obligations? and who, if any, objected, and what 
were those objections? 

Ans. The persons who consulted about the form of oaths were Jo- 
seph S. Cooke, Peter Grinnell, William C. Barker, James Salisborj, 
Christian M. Nestell, Cyrus Fisher, John Andrews, Moses Richard- 
son, Samuel Jackson, 2d, and myself. These persons, I believe, had 
all been officers in the lodges, and it was their intention to give the 
form of obligations as they had been administered in St. John's Lodge, 
the Mount Vernon Lodge, and in the chapter and council in Profi- 
dence, for a number of years past. There were no objections by either 
of these persons to reporting these forms of obligations. We found 
some little verbal variations, but no material difference; I had used the 
word ** unless,** instead of the word ** except,*' used by the other ofr 
cers; and there were some such other immaterial variations. 

Question by the committee. Have any of the funds of the Moilttt 
Vernon lodge or St. John's lodge in Providence been diverted from ths 
legitimate object of these institutions, or have any of said fui^ b«ei 
flttisapplied? 
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Ana. I believe that thcj have not. I think there is not one indivici' 
ual in ten, who husbands his funds better than those institutions do. 

Quest. In addition to the funds of these lodges do their members 
make voluntary contributions lor charitable purposes ? 

Ans. It was formerly the case when the funds were small, that they 
did. The lodges appointed committees to solicit contributions, and to 
apply them for the relief of the distressed members, and their families. 

Question by request. What are the legitimate objects to which the 
funds of a lodge are approj>riated ? 

Ans. I consider that the legitimate application ofthe funds is to char- 
itable purposes, and to the ordinary and necessary expenses ofthe lodge. 

Question by request. What do yon understand by the ordinary and 
necessary expenses of a lodge or chapter? 

Ans. I consider that oil, lights, fuel, printing and the repairs ofthe 
liall, masonic implements, and such things would be necessary expenses, 
and ought to be paid out of the funds. 

Quest. By necessary and ordinary expenses do you include any oth- 
er things than those before referred to, and those of a similar character? 

Ans. I do not. I never have known the expenses for any dinners, 
suppers, or for any other convivial entertainments paid out ofthe funds 
ofthe lodges. I think that the expenses of some refreshments during 
the meetings ofthe chapters, such as crackers aud cheese have been 
paid for out ofthe funds ofthe chapters; the sittings of the chapters 
were in the evening and necessarily longer, than those ofthe lodges. 
Upon reflection, I recollect that a supper was recently paid for by the 
chapter in Providence. A supper had been engaged, it was anunpleas^ 
ant evening aud the person providing the supper, was not likely to get 
his pay for the expense which he had been at, and the chapter voted to 
pay him. 

Ques. Please state what is meant by the expression '^ if within the 
len^h ofnvu cable tcnv.^^ 

Ans. The definition which I have given and have heard other ma- 
sons give is, to bring it within the line of a mason's duty to himself and 
family. 

In answer to the general interrogatories in paper marked (D) I say. 

Ans. to 10th. The declaration that the obligations were not to inter- 
fere with my duty to my God, or my couutry, was impressed on my 
mind at the time of taking the several masonic obligations, and has ever 
remained there; this declaration coming from the same source as the 
obligation, I considered it as a proper qualification ofthe obligation, and 
I did not consider that I bound myself to take life, or that I gave the 
right to any body else. 

Ques. Was the address preceding the oath, given before each oath 
above the master's degree? 

Ans. I think it was. It was always considered proper that this ad- 
dress should be given. 

Ans. to 14th. I always had an aversion to oaths from my early im- 
pressi9ns, but I submitted to these masonic obligations; I did not, and 
do not now, consider them incompatible with my moral, religious, so- 
cial, or civil obligations. I have before stated what I have considered 
the objects of masonry. 

Ans. to 16. I have proposed a question respecting the nature and 
extent of masonic oaths, myself; and I have heard the same arguments 
used by masons which I have before stated; this was usually .not in open 
lodge, bigt either before the lodge was opened, or after it was closed. 
I think I have proj^sed th6 question in open lodge ; ^nd I have fr«.- 
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quently proposed it to leading members of the masonic firatemitj. Tht 
construction which I have put in this deposition upon the masonic oaths 
«.nd penalties, is the same construction which has been put upon them 
by other masons, when this question was proposed. And I think that I 
can say without vanity that many of the less experienced masons have 
relied upon nie for a correct information of the construction of these 
oaths and penalties, and generally of the principles and practices of ma- 
sonry ' 

Ques, by request. Was there ever any distinct proposition to alter or 
revise these obiigatioiis? 

Ans. I do not remember of having heard any such proposition made 
in a masonic body, further than what 1 have before stated. 

Ques. asked by request. Did you ever instruct a younger member, 
that if he were to reveal his masonic secrets he would not be liable to 
the penalty of his obligalicn ? 

Any. 1 don't remember of ever giving any mason such instructions. 
I have generally referred the candidate te the by-laws for instruction. 
There is no punishment recognized by the masonic lodges in Provi- 
dence, except what is laid down in their by-laws. 

Ans. to 29th, When the expulsion of a member of any lodge in an- 
other state, has been communicated to our lodge, it has been usual to 
fut down the name of such person under the head of expelled members, 
do not recollect to have seen any list of expelled members for a year f 
or two past, and I do not know that there have been any members ex- 
pelled in that time. 

Ans. to 3 1 , It is customary in lodges to admit a worthy masonic broth- 
er coming from another state, if known to be such. If a mason should 
be convicted of a crime he would not be admitted into a lodge. The 
lodges in this state, I think, would not take any order on a mason ia 
Mother state, who had been convicted of a crime, unless he should applj 
for admission in a lodge in this state, or had been expelled from the lodge 
to which he belonged. 

Ans. to 32d. I think that the grand lodge have expressed their dis- 
opprobatioii in their address to the people of this state, 

Ans. to 33d. I have already answered this question. 

Aqs. to Soih, The candidate foi the three first degrees pays into the 
subordinate lodge tv.cnty-four dollars; and the subordinate lodge paj« 
over to the grand lodge for every candidate initiated, the sum of two 
dollars. I am not acquainted with the regulations of the grand chapter, 
and the subordinate chapters on this subject. 

Question by the Committee. What do you consider to be the nature 
or e xtent of the mysteries and secrets of masonry? 

Answer. I have always considered masonry to be a charitable insti- 
tution, and the mysteries and secrets of masonry are such as are calctt- 
luted to secure the benefits of the society to its members; these myste- 
ries and secrets, I think, cannot affect the interests or rights of any 
citizen, who is not a member of that Association. 

Quest, by request. Is the picture in Cross* chart, plate 53, a repre- 
sentation of one of the ceremonies of the royal arch degree, which you 
do not feel at liberty to disclose? 

Ans. I dj not know what this picture re^esents, I never saw any 
such !*€ pre sent at ion in masonry. 

Ques. by the Committee. Have you heard the deposition given yester- 
day by William Wilkinson, read over deliberately? If so are the state- 
ments and facts therein contained correct, so far^ they r^ate to the 
degrees you have taken, and so far as your knowledge extendi^ aadao 
far as they are not varied in thie your deposition? 
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Ans. I bare heard said deposition . read oror dellberatolj, and (be 
tatements and facts therein contaiued are correct so far as they relatcf 
o the degrees I have taken and so far as my knowledge extends, and so 
ur as they are not varricd in tjiis my deposilion. 

Quest, by request. Have you any knowledge of a book printed in 
jypher now shown. to you? 

Ans. I have heard something about such a book in cypher, I presume 
his book to be the same; I have never read it, and do not know what it 
contains; I never consulted it and never knew it to be consulted or 
ised in any masonic Lodges, or by raasonrs-. I saw such a book once, 
iight or ten years ago in the hand of John Ilolroyd who had then re- 
:ently returned from from the west. I do not know what it contained*. 

Barzillai Cranston. 

To the Hon. Legislative Committee, appointed to investigate the 
charges against masons and masonry in R. L 

GtniUriicn — In my deposition, I was unable to answer one question 
vhich was put to me, and referred to the records. The question was 
something like this — *' Did you ever know a mason or his family to re- 
reive more out of the funds than he had paid in?" Mr. Jasoa Williams, 
he treasurer of Mount- Vernon Lodge, has since handed me the follo^- 
ng list of names, with the amount paid from the funds to each. When 
le handed it to me he observed that he supposed he had searched the 
reasurer's book far enough to answer my purpose; that he did not look 
or all the cases of the kind which he might perhaps have found, and 
hat he did not search the book through. The following is a copy of the 
reasurer's memorandum: '' Members (and families) of Mount- Vernon 
^odge who have received more out of the funds than they ever paid in. 
iVidow Aaron Smith $ 58 00 Widow Gray ^ GG 00 

^ohn Holroyd ' 30 00 Widow B. Bogman 103 00 

Vidow Stockbridge Chandler 32 00 Widow J. Bogntan 58 00 

Vidow Bleven 42 00 Family of Steph. Wliliams 50 00 

W"r. Newcomb i>« (>6 Widow Bagley 30 00 

i"esse Whitmore 28 00 

The circumstances of the case will be a sufficient apology for my giv- 
Hc the above names. 

I wish the above to be made a part of, or annexed to my deposition. 

Barzili^ai Cranston. 

I Wtn, C Barker, of Providence, R. I. Merchant Tailor, on oath do 
estify and say that I am a freemason, that I have taken the degrees up 
6 knight templar, I took the degrees of entered apprentice^ fellow crafl 
Hid master mason in^t Johns Lodge No. 2, in Providence, in June A. 
3. 1321, and the degrees of mark master, past master, most excellent 
aaster and royal arch in the Providence royal arch chapter in January, 
v.. D. 1826, and the several orders of knight of the red cross, knight 
emplar and knight of nialta in St. Johns encampment of knight temp- 
ars in Providence in February, A. D. 1826. I served as master of said 
odge during the years 1824, 5, 30 and 31 ; have been an officer in the 
ihapter, and am at present first officer of said cncampnient. 

That the obligations handed in and marked A, B, and C, which I 
lave heard read, are m substance itiQ same as was administered to me, 
he same which I have given and heard administered to others — thatbe- 
bre each of the oaths were administered I was informed that nothing 
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ing; alWajrs considered the/ might be giren either waj, mud am Terj 
sure that they have been' administered both ways in o^tr hcdl, but hate 
not now any particular case within my memory. But abundant evidence 
can be produced if required, and cases stated where the candidates af- 
tirmed instead of swearing. 

At my initiation, as well as at the time of receiving the other degrees 
in masonry u charge was given by the presiding officer the same as is 
contained in Webb's Monitor, edition of 18!21. At the time of taking 
said oaths nor at any time since, did I or have I supposed that I gave 
any jurisdiction to any man or set of men, to execute upon me the pen- 
alties annexed to said obligations; but considered them as having per- 
sonal allusion to myself, and as having a tendency to fortify my mind 
against any illegal attack that might be made upon me by force or other- 
wise, to extort trom me any of those secrets with which I had been en- 
trusted, and which I had promised never to reveal; and that should such 
an attack be made upon me I should feel it my duty to lay down my hfe 
rather than violate my vows or betray my trust: and such is my present 
opinion. 

I never considered that I shared in such jurisdiction over others, nor 
that masons had any power to inflict any penalty on any member of the 
masonic institution further than expulsion from the body to which he be- 
longed. According to the 15th by-law oT St. John's lodge, which eve- 
ry candidate is obliged by our regulations to read or hear read before 
he signs his name to them. This is the only construction I have ever 
put upon the obligations, or heard put by upright adhering masons. 

I have ever and do now consider the masonic institution a social and 
charitable institution for mutual instruction and assistance. It is incul- 
cated in masonry, that **to relieve the distressed is a duty incumbent 
on all men, but particularly on masons who are linked together by so 
indissoluble chain of sincere affections. To soothe the unhappy^ to 
sympathise with their misfortunes, to compassioitate their miseries, and 
to restore peace to their troubled minds, is the grand aim we have in 
view. On this basis we form our friendships, and establish our connex- 
ions.'* It is not however my meaning to say that masons are bound to 
afford permanent support to the poor. This could not be expected.— 
They consider it their duty to relieve the immediate distresses of thoso 
who may stand in need of assistance and an affecting instance which btf 
recently happened in this town, might be presented to your honors; of 
a poor widow who was taken down and confined by sickness till her re- 
*sources failed, and who has received assistsuace from the funds of the 
lodge and chapter of which her husband had been a member. 

The secret mysteries of masonry are certain f^rms and cererooniei 
whereby a mason may know a brother mason from the rest of mankind, 
and that they are useful to none but masons, and are of such nature at 
cannot possibly benefit any person unless lawfully obtained, and cannot 
possibly injure the rest of mankind, there is nothing in them but what is 
perfectly consistent with morality and religion, and are calculated if 
properly understood, to make better men and better citizens. We have 
no printed by-laws in our lodge, nor do I know of any except those be- 
longing to the grand lodge. We have no secret by-laws. 

The principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religion or politics 
in the lodge. I never knew any combination of masons for anj^liti- 
col purpose, /never considered my obligations bound me to fiavooror 
vote for a mason in preference to a better man not a mason. - 

I never knew mnj masonic sign given in any court to any judge, juror, 
or officer ; and if I bad known or uiould ev^r know any such ngiti gives 



aforesaid, aud answered by the officer to whom it was made, I^sh^^ 
«oDaider it my duty as well as the duty of every good mason, to tB^wp 
both parties to the lodge; and should use my utmost exertions to hav^ 
both expelled from the same as unworthy of the fraternity, equally ;l^ 
much so as for revealing any of the mysteries of our order. I should 
consider they had committed as great a crime against the institution of 
masonry as they had against the civil authority, 

I never knew any masonic obligation to come ia conflict with any oth- 
er obligation, nor do I consider it possible in the nature of things for 
4hemto conflict; for confirmation I refer to the charge given to every 
ni€ison on his first admission to the lodge, and is contained in Webb '9 
Monitor, page 42, 43 and44, of edition of 1821, 

I have never to my recollection visited lodges in other states. There 
.is a connection between lodges and grand lodges, but no other with any 
-df the higher orders in masonry, either in this state, the United States 
or any foreign country. 

It is customary to report expelled members from one lodge to anothr 
«r. There has not been any communication to my knowledge to any of 
the bodies of masonry in this State on the subject of Morgan's death, 
I never heard any mason justify the killing of Morgan, or any oth^r 
man. Do not know at what time the higher orders of masonry origin- 
ated. \ 

We have been accused of squandering away our funds in dissipation, 
jbut the lodges in this town abolished the system of refreshments a long 
time ago, at a time too when it was fashionable for all social parties — 
4Bven with ministers at ordinations — ^^to have brandy, &cc. set on the table^ 

During my knowledge of the institution of masonry, considerable 
4iums have been applied for charitable purposes, and no call from a wor- 
thy source has ever been rejected. 

I do know of the sum of one thousand six hundred seventy-three dol- 
lars and ninety-three cents, 'having been applied for the relief of thg 
^distressed from St. John's lodge. No. 2, Providence, from the yesi 
-1807 to 1830 inclusive, being 24 years, according to the schedule here* 
unto annexed; and the sum of one thousand seven hundred fifteen dot- 
4ars for the last 30 years from Mount Vernon lodge of Providence, (see 
Cranston's testimony to this point) and the sum of one thousand^ur 
hundred two dollars and fifty-seven cents, from the royal arch chap 
in Providence, for last 28 years, (see schedule on next page) making u 
0Bum total of four thousand seven hundred and ninety one dollars and 
aixty-three cents, in less than 30 years (from three masonic bodies) xp. 
the town of Providence ; besides large sums raised by what used to be 
germed the charitable committees, — ^these were committees appointed 
.junnually to solicit private subscriptions by the several bodies of masoi]^ 
ry, and prior to the year 1824 used to collect and pay out annually va- 
rious sums, say from twenty-five to one hundred dollars per year for 
^ach committee, of which no correct account was kept on tha records, 
and is not reckoned into the schedule presented,— besides considerabla 
sums given by the Providence council and St. John's encampment ifi 
Providence, of which we have no account at present. 

This exposition of our charities is not made by way of boasting, but 

in self defence, and for the purpose of shewing to the committee and to 

-the world, that our funds have not been squandered as we have been 

charged, and that our charities are not altogether mere pretence, as 

"-some of the antimasonic prints and the testimony of seceders, have en- 

~td^avore4 to fix it upon us. 

' W0 tHUt of th^^»d*4rfAe lodgea ar^ 4iveitod ttk the use of Ite^ gts*. 

14 



•ral grand ebapter, nor taxj other chapter or muonic bodj, except tb* 
gntDdlodge. Nor are the lodges ameaable toor under the jurisdiction of 
3>e gen. grand royal arch chapter or any other masonic body except grand 
lodges. Lodges, chapters and encampments, are aa distinct from eadt 
other, BB any other society is distinct fromthem — no more Bxaenable to 
each other, than any other society is to them, But no person can take 
the higher orders in masonry excejjt first receiving alt the lower decrees.. 
Extract from the treasurer's book of St John's Lodge, No. 2, Provi- 
dence, of money paid out for charity. 
1807,532 47 1812, $39 50 1817,92131 1822, $58 00 1827,$1773S 

1808, 17 37 1813, 37 00 1818, 6165 1823, 115 50 1828, 11O50 

1809, 33 00 1314, 83 00 1819, 67 50 1824, 149 25 1829, 11100 

1810, 26 50 1816, ■ 66 00 1820. 36 00 1825, 122 50 1830, 60 00 

1811, 52 06 1816, 29 00 1821, 45 00 1826, 123 50 

Total, $1673 99 

Extract from the records of Providence royal arch chapter — account 

of monies paid out for charitable purposes from lit03. 

1803and4, $1300 1810, $70 00 1815, jlflS 00 1820, $4900 1825, $6300 

1805and6, 1600 1811, 30001816, 40001821, 57 00 1826,12800, 

1807, .1350 1812, 6300 1817, 11501822, 20001827, 41 00 

1808, 38 00 1813, 19001818, 84321823, 67001828, 2100 

1809, 3400 1814,11025 1819,10500 1824,11900 1829, 5700 

1830, 3800 



Total, $1402 « 

It has been denied that we allow candidates for the degrees in masoD- 

TT to atfirm instead of swearing, and as I did not recollect any case, I 

e taken the liberty of procuring the testimony of Henry Martin, Esq. 

on this point ; Mr. Martin has been for many years familiar with alt the 

imoniea in masonry, and has presided over two masonic bodies is 

i town. His testimony is full and complete on this point, and is pre- 

I to you, which I hope will be received by your honors, that this 

;nificant point made so much handle of by our enemies m&y be pot 

-est. 

J by Mr. W. Paine, Jr. You say in your deposition Ihst 

1 handed to the committee, are substantially tne onths tbit 

re given lu you, in wh'a^do they diSer? 

Ans. In no single point to my knowledge. 

Quest. Cannot a person be atuember of a chapter encampment ni 
lodge at the same (ime? 

Ana. Ho can. 

Questions by G. W. Jdckson. Were not the oaths and obligati<H» 
as administered in the masonic institution considered as part of tlie ma* 
sonic secrets prior to 1826? 

Ans. I cannot tell; they might have been by some. ' 

QuestiVn by do. Did you ever knov prior to 1826 of an instance sf 
m. mason repeating to any but masoua the oaths and obligations, as id* 
ministered in the institution. 

Ans. I don't recollect of any such instance, if I had I should ban 
thought on the subject. 

I, Henry Martin, of Providence, in the State of Rhode Islcind, te«i- 
ft and say, that /presided as master of Mount Vernon lodge, No. 4, in 
Providence for three years; that during thai time, I conferred the thte" 
first degree^ of n^asonry upon several candidates; lit at on addresolH 
tb« eiuiaidateg explaining to them the nature-qCthe oath ubout to b« *«■ 
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ministered upon asking the question, ** $kT6 jou willing to take sHcbell 
oath.*' I have in two or three instances heen told hy the candidates 
that they would affirm, and accordingly did affirm them, varying th(i 
oath so far as to use the word ''affirm*' instead of "swear," and at the 
close of the obligation instead of the words, ''so help me God, and keep 
nie steadfast in this oath or obligation,'* using these words " and this 
affirmation /make, promising to remain steadfast in this obligation." 

Henry Martik. 
Providence, Sc, In Providence, this seventh day of January, A. D, 
1832, Then personally appeared the aforenamed Henry Martin abtt 
made oath, that the aforegoing testimony by him subscribed, is true. 
Before me, 

Charles F. Tillinghast, Justice ofthepeace^ ^ 

William C. Barker's deposition continued. 

Question by W. Paine, Jr. Did you prior to 1826 feel yourself at lib- 
erty to repeat the oaths of masonry to tiny but a mason ? • 

Ans. I never thought of the subject before that time, nor then, but, 
if the question had come under my consideration I should probably 
have concluded they were not secrets. 

Question by the same. Did you in the knight templar's degree take 
an obligation called the fifth libation, if so, is it not considered as a seal 
to all your former obligations and the most binding oath administered 
by the masonic institution. 

Ans. I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken, and 
they have been handed in to the committee. The obligation in the 
knight templar's degree has been handed to the committee. 

Question by the same. Is there such an obligation administered in 
the masonic institution as the fiflh libation? 

Ans. I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken in ma« 
sonry, and they have all been handed to the committee. 

Quest, by same. Is there in the cerenonies of the masonic institution 
any oath, obligation or affirmation, called the fiflh libation? 

Ans. I have referred to every obligation that I know any thing abt>ut 
in masonry, and they have all been handed in to the committee l as to 
the ceremonies of freemasonry, I have nothing to say about them. 

Quest, by same. Has there b^en a new oath instituted in the mason- 
ic institution, which is used in conferring a check degree or pass word, 
since the year 1 826 ? 

Ans. I have alluded to all the oaths in masonry that I know of, and 
they have been handed to the committee. * 

Quest, by same. Has there been to your- knowledge a degree, cheok 
or pass word instituted in masonry since the year 1826? 

Ans. I have nothing to say about the pass words. 

Quest, by same. Do you know how many members have been initiat- 
ed into the three masonic bodies to which you refer in your- deposition,/ 
and what is the charge for each degree; if so please state the iiumber- 
and price, 

Ans. I should say generally I do not know; there are some facts en- 
quired of that I do know: the price of initiation is twenty-four dollars 
for the three first degrees, thirty dollars for the four succeeding degrees, 
and thirty dollars for the three next degrees. The price, as 1 have un- 
derstood, is different in different places, and has varied in this town. 

Quest, by same. If freemasonry is a charitable institution, why does- 
it refuse to admit those as members who are most likely to need the tB^ 
0istaiiceoftheirfelIow<«inen----stichjas are deformed or dismeikibefdd'ift 
body, aad not of whote and entire limbs^ as a man ought to be ? 



loi 

Ans. I consider that as masond we have tf tffhito make oUr own nile# 
iad regulations In all cases, provided they are not repugnant to law. 

Quest, by G. W. Jackson, Do you consider yourself as bound by 
your masonic obligations, or did you ever know any mason that did 
consider himself as bound to render any pecuniary or otlier assistance 
to a mason giving the sign of distress, without enquiring how he came in 
such a situation? 

Ans. I never did. - 

Quest, by Joseph S. Cooke. Do you know of any individual or fami-' 
ly of a diseased brother having received in charity from the funds of any 
masonic body, a greater sum than was paid in for his feea? 

Ans. I do, in a number of instances. 
-* Quest, by Samson Almy. You say that you never knew an upright 
adhering mason to consider his obligations as binding them to infiict any | 
punishment except expulsion from the lodge; did you ever know any 
mason to consider them in any other light ? Ans. I never did. J 

Quest, by John S. Harris. You saj^ you have never received any in- 
formation from lodges or masonic bodies of Morgan's death, have yon 
ever heard masonically or otherwise, that Morgan had written or was 
ibout writing a book disclosing masonry, and that he had suffered either 
by confinement or otherwise in consequence? 

- Ans. I have never heard masonically: I have heard such reports ud 
seenthem'in the newspapers. 

- Quest* by same. Did you ever yourself^ as presiding officer of a 
lodge, or know others in that capacity to inform the candidate, when ini- 
tiated, the oath he was to take, or the substance of such oath, previous 
to takingit ? 

Ans. We inform them that they are to take an oath, and explain to 
them that it will not interfere or conflict with their religious or political 
opinions. «, Wm. C. Baiuci&r. 

1 Joseph S. Cookey of Providence, mercbanl, before a committee appoist- 
cd by the legislature of Rhode-Island to examine into the charges against 
masons and masonry, on oath do testify and say: — That I am a freemasoa^ 
having taken eleven degrees, viz. entered apprentice, fellow craft and masf 
ier mason in Mount Vernon lodge in said Providence in the years 1812 aotf 
]<3 — mark master, past master, most excellent master, and royal arch in the 
royal arch chapter m ^aid Providence in 1819 — royal master and select maf" 
ter in the council in Providence — knight of the red cress, knight templar ao' 
knight of Malta (tlie two latter as one degree) in St. John^s encampmeattf 
knight templars in Providence in 1826; — have served as master ofMovot 
Vernon lodge, and am at present grand n.aster of the graild lodge of tbi^ 
State. That there was an oath or obligation administered to me on receiv- 
ing each of these degrees, corresponding to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, to those handed in to the committee and by them marked A, B and Cy 
•—that I was told by the presiding officer previous to receiving the degre<et, 
that tl)ere was nothing in the obligations which would interfere with my relig- 
ion or politics, my duty to God or my country, or words to that effect, and I 
consider the penalties qualified thereby. I received a charge-en receiving the 
several degrees, as mentioned in Webb's Monitor, which I'^onsideied as ad* 
vice given to me for the government of my conduct. I have not conudered 
that, in my obligations, I gave jurisdiction to the lodge or any other masonic 
body, or my brethren, to execute upon me the penalties expressed in said 
oaths severally, or that I, as a member was to il^re in the aan* p^wei tff 
•tbtrt. I know of no secret by-laws iq any lodge, chapter or 
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1 do not eonMder aaf of mj nmenic obligationi at lacorapttible with in^ i«« 
tigious,^ moral, social or ciWr obligations. T consider the objiects ofmasoDr/ 
to be to ditifuse light and knowledge to the craft, — to dispense charity, and 19 
defined in the first sentence in Webb's Monitor on "speculative inasourj" p. 
47 of edition of 1821, based on "brotherly love, relief and truth," (see Webb's 
Monitor, page SB.) I never heard the subject 'of the nature and extent of 
the penalties discussed in any lodge or other masonic body. I never heard 
it asserted in any lodge or other masonic body that they Irad power to infiict 
punishments for any offence other than expulsion, nor ever heard of any other 
being inflicted by such bodies. 

The principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religious or political sub* 
jects in the lodge. I never knew any lodge or masonic body to combine or 
take any measures to support a mason for any office. I never cor^idered 
that any thing in my obligations bound me as a freeman, to vote for a mason 
for office in preference to a better man, not a mason, — nor ever practised on 
such a construction of them. I never considered that my obligations bound 
me to favor a mason at the expense and to the injury of others of my fellofr 
citizens, nor ever practised upon such a construction of them. I never kneir 
any sign of a mason given in a court of justice, nor of any judge or other officer 
practising upon such a cojostruction of the obligations to defeat justice . I constd"* 
er my ctot/ obligations paramount to my masonicy as in the charge to a master 
elect of a lodge I "agree to be a peaceable sobjeet and cheerfully to conform 
to the laws of the country in which I reside ;"-'— my mora/, as in said charge 
1 "agree to be a good man and true and strictly to obey the moral law." 

The expulsion of a member is communicated to grand lodges in correspond- 
ence with the grand lodge of this state. I knew of no communication reeeiv* 
ed by any lodge, chapter or encampments from any bodies in New-York re- 
specting the expulsion of any mason for having been concerned in the Morgan 
affair, or heard of any such. A worthy mason can at all times be freely ad- 
mitted in any lodge as a visitor. The grand lodge in their address to the 
public have disapproved of the conduct of those concerned in the abduction of 
Morgan. I do not know of any lodge having passed any vote on the subject. 
I have never heard any mason "of respectable standing in society" or any 
other one, to my knowledge, justify the murder of Morgan. 

Question by John S. Harris. Was the words "of your duty to yonr God 
and your country contained in the master's assurance to you before your initia- 
tion used, or only the words that the path would "not interfere' with your pok 
itics or religion.^ Ans. I do ngt recollect. 

Questions by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you consider that as a mason yon. 
are under any obligation to answer a masonic sign that may be given yon by 
a stranger, or any person that is a mason? 

Ans. I don't know how far I should be bound. I never had any such 
made to me, biit if one should be made I should notice it of course, and should 
act according to circumstances. 

Qu. by do. Have you as grand master of the grand lodge of Rbode-Island 
ever received any communtcation from masons in other States in relation to 
the abduction or murder of Wm. Morgan, or any circumstances growing out 
of that affair. Ans. I have not. 

Qu. by do. Do you understand that the penalties of masonic oaths are in any 
way binding upon those who have taken them; if so, in what way? 

Ans. The written deposition of \V. C. Barker wherein he states in what 
way he considers the penalties binding contain my views on this subject. ' 

Question by the committee. Do yoii consider by the principles of the in-^ 
Ititution, that you are to consider the claims of indigent brethren, or thefam- 
iliM 41^ soeh wbent tlMy aFo^^eeeased, as bainng a daim on your indiYidBat 
charity, as well as on the funds of the lodge? 
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Abb. 1 do fi«t consider thej hare any chrtm at sucb^ but I consider \\tA 
in disfMmsing tnjf^ charities I should give them a preference, from a feeling of 
iffection or brotherly lave. Josefh S. Cooki. 

I, Christian M. Neslell, ornan^ental painter and gilder, a resident of ProTi- 
dence, am a masoo, and still adhere to masonry. I have taken the followin| 
regular degrees, viz. : entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason, mark 
roaster, past master, most excellent master, royal arch, royal master, select 
master, super excellent master, knight of the red cross, knight of malta,and 
knight templars of the order of St. John at Jerusalem. Also the followiif 
which are called inefifable degrees, riz. : union master, Roman eagle, secret 
roaster, three kings,, knights of Jerico, knights of the Mediterranean pasi, 
knight templars, his^h priest, and others which names do not now occur tome. 
In attaching myself to the masonic institution, and in the taking of the fore* 
going degrees, I was previously impressed with a favorable opinion of the 
institution; which ^impression led me, of my own freewill and accord, to 
solicit the recommendation of my friends to enable me to obtain them. I 
never knew it to be the duty or practice of masons, to use any* exertiooi 
towards soliciting the accession of members. As a man and a mason I coa^ 
aider my duties to my Creator paramount to all other duties; and I feel williii| 
to testify and declare in truth and sincerity under a solemn oath, that I havt 
never taken any oath or obligation, t|^ai 1 consider can in any wise interfere or 
conflict with the duty I owe my country. Neither has any of my obligation 
or promises made m masonry, ever given my brethren any right, or power, to 
execute, or inflict any penalty upon roe beyond expulsion. The iiiToeatkHi 
attached to each degree I have always understood to be between my Creator 
and myself, should I ever wilfully, or knowingly, disclose unlawfully the vital 
secrets of freemasonry. The internal secret forms and ceremonies attached 
to each degree, I view as a species of private property which I have justly 
ftnd lawfully purchased, and which I never will consent to yield up to any maS| 
or body of men, who are not as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I 
, am myself, even were my life and property to be the forfeiture. I consider 
the prominent object of freemasonry is to promote the best interest of mankisd. 
£very mason is bound to alleviate the distress of all worthy brethren, no mat* 
ter whether they originated in the immediate vicinity in which he resides, or 
sprung from the remotest corners of the earth. I have been a mason eleveo 
years; have held an office in all the masonic bodies of this place, and have 
served two years in the first office in the gift of the lodge in this town, duriof 
which period I never knew a call for relief refused a worthy brother, his widov 
or orphan. I am a permanent member of all the masonic bodies in this ploeo, 
except the grand chapter, and of that for the time being, by virtue of anoiko 
held in the subordinate chapter. And in taking the several degrees attached 
to each body, I was distinctly informed previous to taking my obligations, thai 
they were not to interfere with my religion, politics, or my allegiance to mf 
God or my country. I never was led, or influenced by them, to confer a favor 
on A mason, to the injury of one who was not a mason. The morkl precopio 
which masonry inculcate, has been a great stimulus in teaching me to reodor 
every man his just due without distinction. The secret forms and ceremomeo 
of each degree, with their true explanations, are calculated to fix and improoo 
the mind with correct principles of morality; they are also designed to omIo 
and conciliate true friendship among men, which friendship woiSd nevpr haft 
otherwise existed. We have secrets which our obligations bind ns stLCttHf 
to conceal; by them we are enabled to distinguish true brethren from impool* 
ersy and if we were not under these obligations to keep them from Imd " 
thoj would soon become oommon and of bo intriBsia valot bj their 
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I liaT« ntTcr regretted th% taking of th« degree*, io masoorj, and ii (b#r# 
Were any more to be conferred, I should seelc to obtain them, Thej bavt 
been the means of introducing me to manj raluable friends, and the studj of 
each degree has bad a tendency to strengthen and improve my memory, with 
many other advantages, which has proved more than a remuneration of the 
whole amount I ever paid to obtain them. As it regards my masonic ties to 
those brethren who compose the masonic family, I am bound to them as far as 
truth, honor and justice will warrant, and no farther. I am not to screen 
them from the arm of law, cloak their iniquities, render them assistance to 
the detriment of myself or family; nor am I to enter into plots or conspiracies 
Against the government of the conntryin which I live; but feel myself bound 
by the precepts of masonry, to be a pea&eable quiet citizen of the place in 
which I reside, and to patiently submit myself to the legal authority thereof. 
I am ready to confess we have some immoral and disorderly members among 
us^ but I do know it to be the duty of each member of the body where such 
belong to complain of them, and have them admonished and exhorted to refor- 
mation; and should this gentle means fail, we then have recourse to expulsion, 
und thus forever withdrawing from them our felloVship as masons. I consider it 
my duty as a mason, to so live and conduct myself as to avoid becoming a subject 
of reproach; and use ray endeavors to preserve unsullied the reputation of the 
institution. I hold myself not accountable for the depredations said to be 
committed on the body of William Morgan, by those who have passed through 
our solemn ceremonies; if it be true that this outrSige was committed by such, 
and they bad become so wretchedly depraved as to trample on the laws of God 
and man, they, and they alone, on proof of guilt, are culpable; and agreeable 
to the laws of our country, have forfeited their existence. 
. Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Have you not visited the lodges i|i this 
state since the year 1826, to give the check word or test oath? 

Ans. I was appointed grand lecturer by the grand lodge for two years, 
during which time it was my duty to visit the lodges; the duty which I had to 
perform was to lecture on the secrets of masonry; what those secrets were I 
don't feel it my duty to communicate. 

Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you know when the check degree 
originated, and for what purpose it was formed, and when it was received in 
thib state, and by whom? if so please state it. 

Ans. I don't know any thing about such a degree as the check degree. 

Christian M. Nbstbll. 

Providence, January 5th, 1832, 

JMo8e$ Richardion, of Providence, on oath testifies as follows: 

Questions by the committee. Are you a inason? 

Ans. I am a mason. 

Quest. Where did you receive the degrees. 

Ans. I received the three first in Bristol lodge, Mass. more than^ thirty 
years past-<— the four neit degrees in the Providence royal arch chapter I 
think in 1802 — and the degrees in the encampment in 1807, and tenor fifteen 
degrees, called the ineffable degrees, from time to time since that period. I 
have since presided in St. John's lodge. Providence, and likewise in the Prov-r 
idence royal arch chapter in the years of 1815 to 1818: and in the year of 
1821, having moved into the town of Attleborough, Mass. I was elected 
master, or presiding officer, of Bristol lodge for several years until I moved back 
again to the town of Providence. I have served as secretary to St. John's 
lodge, the Providence royal chapter, the grand chapter, the council of royal 
and select masters and the encampment in Providence; and am at present 
treasorer of the grand etteani]>meat. I held eadi of these oflSces. for severil 
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nan; mai, fromBltl ha*e eipaieoced or faekrd/ 1 b«IieT« at no natonle 
bod; baire anj' prirate booki or accounts. Thenars open (o i II, cice|>t sane 
idle and officious people, and we •hall, not gratify tbeir idle i iosit; b; shew 
Hue them. ^ 

Quest. Did jou distinctly hear the aainers of Win. Wilkioson during 
bis examinalion before the committee? 

Ana. I'did, and think his answers substantiaM; correct ? 

Quest. Have you liearil of (he report Ihat a person was niurd^red by tbe 
graud lodge oithe State oi Rhode-Island; and if so please stat^ your kaotrl- 
edge of thesam^? 

Aus. I havB seen a statement of Moses Thacher, said to have bren m»d( 
to his churuii and society, and at the Franklin Hall, Proviilcnce, ot Fsneujl 
Halt, Boston; at Philadelphia and divers other places in and oi.t uf ibis SUlei 
and I believe that no two of (he stateiuetils are alike; and Iruni all Ihe eii- 
dence before the public, and from all the slatements I hare beard, ] hflie?e 
the whole story to be false and without foundation. As I have becrt a ma»- 
ber of Ihe grand lodge for nearly twenty years, and never heard any ihisg '/ 
the subject in the time, 1 cnnciude it was got up by political autiiiiasoDS la 
base purposes. 

Quest. Have you ever heard any one justify the murdurof Mm. Morgaai 

Aiis. No I never have; but every mason that 1 have hcerd express ba 
. opiuioii on the subject, condemns the transaction in the strongest possible tennt. 

Quast. Have you ever known any masonic body, say lodge, cLapttror 
encampment justity the Morgan transaction? 

Ans. No, I have not; hut directly to the reverse. The antimasonsUn 
repeatedly charged the masonic bodies with neglect, in their not ilisavowin 
the act of abduction or probable murder of Wm. Morgan; nnd that the hW 
of aaid Morgan rested on the head of every mason, in consequence of it beiif 
supposed that his murderers ivere masons. But my opiniou is that (lie IW 
of Michael Servetius, murdered by John Calvin, rests upon (he head of ettrf 
prthodox christian as justly as that of Wm. Morgan does on masui^s; and I 
cannot conceive what furlhpr disavowal was necessary, than tiraf «lirliWi 
made at thi; first news coming to our koowledge. I was a member of thegtir 
«ral grand chapter, which was in session in the city of Nen-Vork in Sepl'ii- 
betlSi^G, when the news was received, that Ww. Morgan had beer ahimlr 
ed; and the lamented De Wilt Clinton, who presided at the meeting imint- 
diately issued bis proclamation and offered fifteen hundred dollars reward fur 
(be apprehension of the cjlprits, and it was published ia the newspaper iheneit 
day which was thought sufficient. 

Quest. What connexion have the lodges with the grand lodge, the chapter 
with grand chapter and encampment? 

Ans. The grand lodges of liie several states are composed of (he tbrecfrst 
officers of the several lodges under their jurisdiction, for the time thej lwl<l 
•aid office, together wilb all masters of lodges, and the (ui.r first cSicfrs '^ 
the grand lodge and permanent members. The chapter and grand ciia|<l<4 
the same, and likewise the encampment. The grand lodge is tiir regulartti- 
banal, in case any misunderstanding between any of the suhordinale lodgu, 
to hear and decide on ail matters appertaining thereto; and also in cerlaii 
Bases, they are to decide between said lodges and their individual nientb«r>; 
•ad the aerera! lodges pay two dollars on every new' member tbey receive, liir 
the purpose of paying the necessary e- les of the grand loH^e. ThegrauJ 

chapter is the name as the grand li t, as respects isdiction ofllx 

grand chapter over the chapters, and rei 'es loli: every nex ad- 

nitt»d member, likewise the cdci ; aaa aa.ai -ce of «bliisiBt; 

a tbftj have from 6Af to .t rter they f;'*>^ 
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lor ii«ir lodges^ chapters or end^pmeots; and the general grand chapter vsA 
general graud encampment have the same power over the several state grand 
chapters and state grand encampments, as the state grand chapter and stata 
grand encampments hare over the several chapters and encampments in their 
respective states^ and they likewise have the privilege and power of granting 
^charters to chapters and encampments in all states and territories, where thert 
has not a grand cliapter or grand encampment already heen instituted. 

Quest. Have you ever known any one individual to receive more money 
from the lodge or chapter as a doimtion, than the amount he had paid into tht 
funds? 

Ans. I have, and will name a few cases, one of which was a Mr. Jamea 
N. Newcomb, arrived at Providence in a vessel from the West Indies, wha 
had heen sick for some time, and was sent to a miserable sailor boarding- 
kouse, where be suffered. I was then master of St. John's lodge; I found hs 
was a master mason: I agreed with Mri Brown in North Providence to tak« 
good carvof him until he was restored to health, say three or four months, 
and the collector of the port paid two dollars per week; and severaJ masons 
paid considerable sums, an(l the lodges paid the balance of fifty-seven dollars? 
he was a stranger. Several widows and their children have received, from 
time to time, three to five times the sum that their father or husband had ever 
paid into the funds; and a great part of the donations that have been mada 
from the masonic bodies in Providence, have been paid (o strangers that nev- 
er paid any thing into ths funds of said bodies. I never knew any calculation 
made or question asked about the sum the applicant for charity had paid into 
the funds, until I heard it from Moses Thacher and Walter Paine, jr. one a 
jeceder and the other a furious political antimason, who have compared the 
nasonic institution to a mutual insurance company, St. John's lodge, one of 
the four masonic bodies in Providence, made donations to the amount of from 
three to four hundred dollars in one year after the peace, at the close of the 
last war, mostly to distressed masons, who had been prisoners, and on their 
tray home from the eastward to the south or from the south eastward. 

Quest. Have yoa ever known the funds of the masonic bodies you belonged 
to, squandered or misapplied? 

Ans. I have not. I believe they have husbanded and taken as good care 
of their funds as most individuals do of theirs. St. John's lodge has been of 
long standing, and have many old members that they help, and make a great 
number of donations yearly to stangers; and they have now near four thou- 
sand dollars in bank stock, and more than one thousand dollars in real estate: 
mnd 1 understand that Mount Vernon lodge and the Providence Royal Arcb 
chapter, each have nearly that amount, after making donations in proportioa 
to that of St. John's lodge. 

Quest. What construction do you put upon that part of your obligation 
wherein you promise to assist masons in distrd^, do you consider it in any 
way injurious to the rest of the community? 

Ans. I do not. Masons all pay their regular taxes for the support of tha 
poor generally; and I think they are as liberal as, any other class in makin{^ 
donations to the indigent; and whatever donations they make to their brethr 
ren has no sort of bearing on the rest of the community. 

Quest. What construction do you put on the penalty of your obligations; 
do you consider that you give any mason or body of masons any power or au- 
thority to inflict the punishment as has been represented? 

Ans. No; and I do not believe any mason or seceding mason, if he would 
give a fair answer, would so construe his obligations. Moses Thacher talka 
much about the literal construction, and likewise Hallett, Paine, Harris and 
lianj otharfl. political antimasoai. Tba only conatructipn that I put upon tht 
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yeiialty, aod what I hare alwaya giTen the c^didaU when I presided in (be 
k)dge or chapter, was after gifing the obligatioDis, I rehearsed the rirtoe of 
fortitude as laid down in Webb^s Mooitor, viz. fortitude ia (hat noble and 
steadj purpose of the miDd whereby we are enabled to undergo any pain, perfl 
or danger, when pnidentially deemed expedient; this virtue is equally distaot 
from rashness or cowardice, and should be deeply impressed on (he mind of 
every mason as a safeguard or security against any illegal attack that may 
be made by force or otherwise to extort irom him any of those secrets with 
which he has been intrusted — we say, binding ourselves under no less penalty 
(ban that, and rather than reveal the secrets of *masonry unlawfully, yiz. tbtl 
rather or sooner than we would reveal them by any threats that B. F. Hal- 
ktt, John Harris, or Walter l^aiue, jr. could make, or even the holy courti 
of Spain, we would have ourselves suffer as is laid down as the penalty of oir 
obligation: but not as the seceders or antimasons would have it, that after wi 
had violated our tnist we would suffer thus and so for a breach of that trust 
But that we would rather or soener iubmit to the penalty than be g}My of for- 
feiting our honor or trust; and there cannot be a possible doubt but that ii 
the fair construction meant originally; and I nev^r had the proof so fordblj 
impressed on my mind as when the examination was progressing. Walter 
Paine, jr. threatened myself in this manner: — 'Before we get through wo will 
screw it out of you;' at other times, ^we will pump it out of you;' and Ibaveot 
doubt that if he, the said Paine &. Co. had the power, the thumb screws wouM 
be introduced, that being, as Moses Thacher would say, the only literal coi« 
atructiou that I can put upon his and their threats, 

Ques. What evidence have you that the masonic institution is ancient? 

Ans. I have the strongest reasons to believe it to be very ancient fromoir 
traditional accounts; and we as masons consider the traditional history to bo 
the most important and satisfa'ctory. However we have other accounts (fast 
can be relied on as much as any historical account, and I now refer to a work 
said to have been printed in England, A. D. 1788, viz: by William Prestoo, 
past master of the lodge of Antiquity, acting by immemorial constitution, (ko 
tenth London edition. We here have it that masonry flourished in England 
under the Romans. Previous to that time the history of masonry in £ijg!and 
is so mixed with fable, asnot to affordany satisfactory account of the cuitoni, 
or of masonry, but on the Romans coming to Britain arts and sciences began to 
flourish, and accordingly civilization and masonry rose into esteem, and Cesar 
and several of the Roman generals who succeeded him in the government of 
this island ranked as patrons and protectors of the craft. The wars whick 
afterwards broke out between the conquerors and conquered, obstructed i(i 
progress in Britain, and it continued in a low state till the time of emperor 
Carausius, by whom it was revived under his own immediate inspection, aod 
he employed St. Alhan to assist him, and for his faithful services made biia 
steward of bis household and 4Kef ruler of the realm, in the year A. D. d03. 
Aflter the death of St. Alban, under the care of St. Austin, king Alfred aod 
Athelstane, also under the knight templars, masonry made but a slow progn:fs 
and was very mnch neglected until the year 557, when it began to flourish. 
A number of brethren arrived from France in 680 formed a new lodge uader 
the direction of Bennett Abbott of Wirral, who was soon after appointed Vf 
specter of the lodge and general superintendent of masons; and masonry grid* 
ualiy improved till the reign of Alfred, A. D. 872, when in the person of tbtt 
prince masonry found a zealous protector. Masonry has generally kept 
place with the progress of learning and flourished under Alfred; no prises 
studied more to improve and polish the understanding of his subjects than Al- 
fred, and no one ever proved abetter friend to masonry. On the death of Al* 
fred in the year 900^ Edward succeeded to the thrpoe, during wLotft. rtift 
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' Ike maioas continued under the sanction of £thrad, his sifter^s huakaadi 
mod Etbelward his brother^ to whom the care of the fraternity was iotruttcd; 
£thelward was a prince of great learning and patronized masonry. Edward 
died 924, whea Athelstane his son succeeded hini) who appointed his brother 
ISdwin patron of the masons; this prince procured a charter from his brother 
empowering them to meet annually in communication at York, when the ftrat 
grand lodge of England was formed in 926 at which Edward presided as 
*grand master. Here many old writings were produced in greek, latin and 
^ther languages, from which the constitution of the English lodges are orig- 
inally deriYed. 

The activity and noble conduct of Edwin qualified hlra in every respect to 
preside over so celebrated a body of men as the masons; and after his death 
Athelstane undertook in person the government of the lodges, and peace and 
harmony was propagated under his administration. Under the reign of Ed- 
gar, from the year 960 to his death and nearly fifty year3 afterwards, masonry 
remained in a low state until the year 1041, it revived under the patronag'e 
of Edward the Confessor; and Willii^ the conqueror having acquired the 
crown of Englaiid in 1066, he appointed Gundolpb, bishop of Rochester, and 
Montgomery, earl of Shrewsbury, joint patrons of the masons, who at this 
timo excelled in both civil and military architecture. In the year 1087, Hen- 
ry the first came to the throne. The Marquis, of Pembroke presided over the 
lodges during the reign of Stephen in 1 135; he continued during the reign of 
Henry 2d, the grand master of the knight templars superintended the frater- 
nity . Masonry continued under the patronage of this order till the year 1 199, 
when John succeeded his brother, and masonry flourished under several grand - 
masters, for seventy years, when Edward the 1st came to the throne in the 
year 1272, when Walter Gifford, archbishop of York, was grand master. Ita 

• 1307 Walter Stapleton was appointed grand master. 

Masonry flourished in England during the reign of Edward 9d, who became 
(he patron of science and the encourager of learning; he applied with assiduity 
to the constitution of the order, revised and improved the ancient charges, and 
added several useful regulntiofls to the original code of laws; he patronised 

' the lodges in person, and as the lodges became very numerous, he appointed 
five deputies under him to inspect the proceedings of the fraternity; at this 
period the order of the Garter was. instituted at Windsor. In 1S77 Richard 
^d succeeded Edward 3d, and William Wykham was continued grand master 
of the masonic lodges. In 1422 Henry the-6tb succeeded to the throne, who 
was a minor. At this time the bishop of Winchester having great influence, 
eaused an act of Parliament to be passed against chapters and lodges, mo^e 
particularly chapters; and the law provided that every individual who should 
assemble at any lodge or chapter should be judged a felon, and be imprisoned 
and fined and otherwise punished at the king's will. But fortunately for the 
»asans at this juncture, the Duke of Gloucester having the authority and 

- execution of the laws, and knowing them to be innocantpf the charges prefer- 
red against them by the duke of VVincuestcr, gave them all the protection and 

* encouragement in his power. However the duke of Wifjouester continued 
his persecutions, and finally managed to have the dulie of Gloucester murder- 
ed; whose death was universally lamented throu£;h the Kingdom. 

The duke of Winchester dying, masonry began to flourish; and in 1442 
king Henry was initiated, and oftrn presided himself and nominated William 
Wanefleet grand master, the king giving them every encouragement, the fra- 
ternity were much benefitted by his cou*ici!, advice and assistance. Masonry 
eontinued to flourish until queen Elizabeth came to the throne; she hearing 
that masons were in possession of secrets which they would not rcveai, she sent 
an armed force to York, with intent to break up the setting of the annua) grend 
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hig; 10 1653. But sir Tbomas Sackyille, whor was grand naater, initiatetT 

the chief oflficcr, and the j returned; made a favorable report, and the queea 
•ountermanded her orders, and let masons manage their affairs in their own 
waj. And through the different ttages of kings and grand mauters in England, 
masonry continued about the same, until George 1st came to the throne; and 
from a circumstance that happened about this time, saj 1717, the political 
antimasonic gentlemen, with that prodigy of knowledge and learning, Mose» 
Thatcher, have discovered that at this time masonry took its origin, and the 
institution is modern. Be it so; masons know it to be a good iostitutioD; 
whether ancient or modern, and are satisfied with it, and of course consider it 
as a matter of no consequence to the political antimasons of what date we 
atart from. 

Intg. You say you know it to be a good institution? 
- Ans. I do; although Moses Tbacher and others tell me that I am de- 
ceived — that my judgment is incorrect. I am of the opinion that if I couW 
not depend on my own judgment as to its merits, I could rely on the judgment 
of others better informed than the present political antimasonic faction; — stf 
Gen. Warren, who fell at the battle of Bunker Hill — every major general » 
the army of the revolution (except Arnold the traitor) — with all those wor- 
thies who signed the declaration of indepemlenco, except four — all the presi- 
dents of the United States, except two; — and io bring it near home, look at 
the past grand masters of the grand lodge of Rhode-Island — Moses Seiiai, 
Governor and Col. Bo wen, Webb, Wilkinson, Carlile, Anthony, Grinnell, 
Merry and Cooke; then the lodges and chapter in Providence: Say clergy- 
men, Bishop Griswold, Rev. Dr. Gano, Blake, Taft, Pickering, Pi|)on, Ham- 
ilton, Osborn, Sias, and many others, their names not recollected at this time. 
I ask can any person of common understanding without wickedness in bi» 
heart, say that all those men would have patronised the institution of maioi* 
vy unless it was one of the best under heaven except the christian religion. 

Then take a look at the leading and most officious politieal antimasoDf. 
They are anti to every thing that is charitable, friendly, social, instructi? e or 
beneficial to the community. 

Then look at the proof produced against masonry for an aFleged «urder 
from fourteen to seventeen years past. One witness heard that a man ii 
Cumberland had a shirt washed about twenty-six years ago that was bloody; 
and that pious elder Potter, saw a part of a letter from Maine or New- 
Hampshire, from nobody knows who, inquiring what news about the graad 
kdge murder; and that he had frequently informed his friends of the impor- 
tant information he had read in that letter; and on cross examination declar- 
ed he did not believe it himself. This is the kind of evidence prodnoed bf 
antimasons and these guardians of the people's rights do it all for the public 
good. How generous! How disinterested! 

Another circumstance of late date may have some bearing hour others faait 
▼alued the institution. The late Isaiah Thomas of Worcester, past grand 
Baiter of the grand lodge of Massachusetts, in his will made handsome do* 
nations to four masonic bodies; and still later, Stephen Girard of PhiladeU 
phia left the grand lodge twenty thousand dollars; and one case more and I 
will close this answer, viz. twelve hundred masons in and near Beaton ba** 
declared that they still are adhering masons, and that they consider it a good 
institution; and I challenge the whole antimasonic faction to produce tweh* 
hundred of their creed, of the weight of character and standing as those wbo 
signed the statement. 

Question by W'alter Paine, Jr. Was the person who brought the news rf 
Morgan's abduction to the city of New- York while the general grand chip- 
ter was in session, a mason; if so, was the news considered official by Ibe 
chapter, and what were the doinfrs in relation to the affair? 
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Am. • I "do not knoir. I presume he ^as. I cannot tetl whether it #af 
eonsidered official. I saw the joiing man that hroughtthe news and the offer 
of the reward that I have stated is all that I know about it. 

Ques. by do. Was jou in the masonic meeting which adopted and pub* 
lished an address by the people of Khodc-Island, signed bj Joseph S. Cooke 
and others? Ans. I was. 

Question by Sampson Almy. What was the name of the young man wh^ 
brought the information? Ans. I do not know. 

Quest., by do. Would you rather than renounce masonry suffer the pen- 
alties annexed to your obh'gation? 

Jfhs, Yes, I would suffer all the punishment the lodge could inflict, tiz. 
expulsion^ 

Quest, by John S. Harris. Was the check degree and test oath commu- 
nicated to the Rhode-Island delegation in the general grand encampment or 
general grand chapter in New-York, or at any other place at that time, in 
that State or city, to be engrafted in Rhode-Island masonry as a necessary 
guard in consequence of the Morgan difficulties? 

Ans. I never heard any thing of this in New-York neither do I know any 
thing about a check degree. 

Intg. Is there any thing in freemasonry that is designed to give a diflfer- 
tnt construction to the obligations than that which you have given; and ilso^ 
has it ever had its effect to give to them a different construction by you? 

Ans. No. I have no knowledge of any such thing, and refer you to mjr 
fttatemcnt heretofore. 

Intg. by George W. Jaekson. Would not masons who were concerned in 
the abduction and murder of Wm. Morgan of New- York, and who have not 
as yet been expelled from the masonic institution be received in full commuD<» 
ion by the lodges in this State ? 

Ans. I think it a very extraordinary question. If we knew them to be 
the murderers of Wm. Morgan or any one else, instead of receiving them ia- 
to communion we would seize them and carry them to the proper place for 
trial; or if we knew them to have had any concern in it we sliould do the saiaft 
—-that is, I would, and presume all good masous would. 

Intg. by Walter Paine, Jr. Should Eli Bruce, James Gamson, Burrage 
Smith, and Loter Lawson apply to your lodge and give the requisite signs 
•hould you admit them? 

Ans. I do not know any thing about the names or men, and of course da 
Bot know whether they were concerned or not; if Mr. Paine knows be can 
answer for himself. In the last question my answer covers this fully. 

Intg. by do. Is the history of freemasonry which you have given in jour 
deposition, sacred, profane or masonic history? 

Ans. I take it that it would be called profane history. It does not pur- 
port to be sacred history. 

Intg. by Geo. W. Jackson. Have you ever kndwn or heard the penalties 
attached to the masonic obligation inflicted in the highest degrees upon de« 
linquont masons? 

Ans. It is an impertinent question. I never knew of any other penalties 
being inflicted than that contained in the 13th article of the bye-laws of St. 
Johirs lodge, and don't believe there is any one that does know of any other; 
and that is expulsion. 

Intg. by S. Almy, What is the object of the oaths and obligations taken 
by mason ? 

Ans. To keep such fellown as you are out of the lodge. I have already 
answered this question when I said what construction i put upon my obliga- 
tioa. 



Intg. bj i^ S. Harris. \Th«re did jou get the iofonhation ttiat all tbe 
feigners oftbe declaration of independence except fonr, and all the major g^iH 
fjals of Uie revolution except Benedict Arnold were masons, and also whieh 
two of the presidents were not masons? 

Ans. I take it from historical accounts, and if any gentlemen wishes the 
proof I can shew it. 

Intg. by B. Cranston. Do you know the time when Elder Cbeeny and 
Rev. Moses Thacher took the degrees in the chapter; if so, when was it? 

Ans. I cannot state the precise time. It was, I think, in the winter of 
1828 — early in that year. Moses RicuARDSoif. 

Testimony of Peltr Grrinnell, of Providence, sworn by committee. Pre- 
Tious to my receiving the degrees of ffeemasonry, I was informed that nothing 
was contained in the obligations that would affect my religious or politicil 
principles. Relying on this declaration I agreed to receive them; I agreed 
to keep a brother^s secrets as my own, murder and treason excepted; minor 
crimes were not excepted; yot should a brother communicate to me a secret 
wherein he disclosed that he had committed or intended to commit any crim- 
inal or immoral net, I should consider that such disclosure would not be bindinr 
on me, because it would be in direct violation of my religious, political and 
moral principles. Instead of keeping such a secret, I should consider bim u 
an unworthy brother, and feel it my duty as a good citizen and as a mason, to 
complain of him to the lodge, and have him expelled as unworthy any longer 
to receive any of the benefits of the institution. As it regards the penaltici 
attached to the obligations for violating masonic secrets, or for publicly dii- 
closing any of the transactions of the lodge to its injury or that of its roembert. 
I consider they would subject him to no further punishment than that of ex- 
pulsion, agreeable to the by-laws. I have never known or heard of any other 
penalty inflicted hy the lodge on any of its member^ for any violations of- 
tnasonic duty that may have heen committed; and never considered that I 
gave the lodge power and authority to inflict punishment in the manner ex- 
pressed in the penalties attached to the obligations, or that I had'the autboi^ 
ity to inflict the punishment on others. 

Qiestion by committee. Did you hear the depositions of William Wilkio- 
9oa, William C. Barker, Moses Richardson, Joseph S. Cook, Christian U. 
Nestell, and Barzillia Cranston; and if so, were they substantially correct ai 
far as the facts attested to have coirie to your knowledge? 

Ans. They were truly so, as far as I have had any knowledge of the 
subjects to which they refer. 

Question by J. S. Harris. Did yo'j ever yourself as presiding officer if t 
lodge, or have you known others in that capacity, to inform the candidate 
when initiated what was the oath he was about to take or the sabstasce of 
such oath, previous to his taking it? 

Ans.' The words of the oath were not repeated before it was administered^ 
but the explanation was given of its nature, which I have referred to. 

Peter GRiyRCLt. 

Philip Allen^ of Providence, Rhode Island. Slc. luinufacturer, taje ■■ 
answer to tlio general interrogatories marked D. 

. Ans. to 1st. I am a freemason; I have tr.!wen the degrees in masonry of 
to the degree of royal arch, inclusive; I was initiated in St. John's lodref »■ 
Providence, in 1B03 or 7. I think I have not been in a lodge more tbtnooev 
for twenty years. 

Please to state what you consider to be the object of masonry, and wbetW 
it has to your knowledge h%%jx used for political purposes. 
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X hftve ahraji nnderstoa^ masonry to be a charitable iiiistit'utioD; this insti- 
tution has Dot to iDj knowledge been used for political purposes. I bare not 
been engaged but very little in politics, and know but very little about it. 

Ans. to 10th. I did not consider that I gave the lodge any such jurisdic- 
tioQr or that the life of any member of the lodge was thereby placed under my 
control. 

Was there any thing in the masonic secrets which could a£fect the rights or 
interests of any person not a mason .^ »-■. 

Ans. So far as mj recollection serfes me, I did uot consider that there 
was. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not, as I recollect, consider any thing in said oaths 
incompatible with my religious, moral, social or civil obligations. I considered 
that after I had become a meml^er of the lodge, I had a right to act in the 
aame way as before I was a member. Philip Allen. 

Itoger Williams Pottevy affirmed. I belong in Providence, am a merchant. 
I have taken the following degrees in masonry: entered apprentice, fellow 
craft, master mason, mark master, past master, most excellent master, royal 
arch, royal master, select master, super exaellent master, with many ineffable 
degrees, many of which I do not now recollect. I have heard the deposition 
ef C. M. Nestell read, and consider the explanation there given of the above 
degrees, and the obligations pertaming to them, correct. The above degrees 
werje all taken in Providence. 1 took the first degree in 1815. I have visited 
different parts of the United States, and always understood that masonry was 
considered in other places as it was considered here. 

Roger W. Potteb. 

I, Thomas Seekelly of Providence, in the state of Rhode Island, testify and 
say, that I have been a member of the masonic fraternity about ten years; 
that I have received the three first degrees; that I have usually been in the 
habit of attending the meetings of Mount Vernon lodge, of which I am a 
member; that I have seen the degrees conferred upon several candidates; that 
previous to administering the oaths, the ma*t:ter, or presiding ofHcer, has inva* 
riably explained to the candidate the nature of the oaths then about to be 
mdnoinistered, stating that the obligation then about to be imposed, would not 
interfere with the duty they owed to their God or country; that the obligatioo 
would not in any way interfere with religious or political opinion; that in the 
charge subsequently delivered to the candidates they are requested to be true 
to their country and just to their government under which they may live; that 
I have never known the application of a widow's family, or worthy mason in 
distress, for charity rejected; that 1 have known the funds of the lodge liber- 
ally disposed for charitable purposes; that I have visited several ledges io thi» 
state and in the state of Georgia, and have never known any discussion or 
proceeding in any way or manner, th^t would have the most remote bearing to 
politics; that in addition to the appropriations made by the lodges for Char* 
table purposes, a committee of charity has been appointed till within a few 
years, to solicit donations from individual masons, which sums have been applied 
by said committee to such families as are in distress, who had a claim upon 
masonic charity; that I have ever considered that the only penalty that might 
be inflicted upon an unworthy mason, was advice, admonition and expulsion;, 
that I have never considered that by the terms of the oath I have ever conferred 
open any one the right tt take my life, or that that right was conferred upon 
tne relative to others, and that the oaths as submitted to the committee ftre^ 
kgree^bly to the best of my recollectioo in the |n*eeise word^ as 1 received 
I^B^.iaid bate knoWp thefn te be adoiinittered to others. 
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Qaeat. bj J. S. Harrfs. Are jou sure that the words ** not to Interfert 
with jour duty to your God or your country," were contained in the naster^i 
assurance to the candidate on his initiation, or is it only that the oath he it 
about to take will not interfere vrith his politics or religion? 

Ans. I am not positive about the precise words^ but the explanation was to 
that amount and import. 

Qnest. by Geo. Wilkinson. Did you, after hearing that Morgan was ca^ 
ried ofif and probably murdered, sajr that he was served ju&t right? 

Ans. I never did. Thomas Seekell. 

John Wilder sworn. I belong in Providence, and am an innholder; I am 
a mason, and have taken something like sixteen degrees, but have 9>tteoded so 
little to masonry of late, that I cannot name them all. 

Quest by B. Cranston. Will you give your views of the masonic iostitu* 
tion and of the obligations? Ans. I will. 

Quest, by same. Have you heard the depositions that have been given in? 

Ans. I have heard some of them, 1 believe all that have been given to-daj. 
My own opinion of the institution is, that it is the best moral in«titution under 
heaven, second to none but the christian religion* As it regards the obliga- 
tions, I consider they have been correctly stated and explained by the witness- 
es who have testilied to-^ay, and should willingly subscribe to what they at- 
tested to concerning them; and as far as my knowledge extends, the other tei* 
timony given in to-day by adhering masons is correct. John Wilder. 

L»uiher TVoodward, sworn. I reside in North-Providence, by profeuioi 
an iron master. I am a mason, and have taken twelve regular degrees up to 
the order of knight templar inclusive. 

Questions by committee. Have you heard the depositions that have beei 
taken to-day ? 

Ans. I have heard several of them — all since that of Mr. Joseph S. 
Cooke, viz. Messrs. Moses Richardson, Christian M'Nestell, Thomas See* 
kell and Peter Grinncll. 

Quest. Are the statements contained in the depositions yon have beardj 
to far as your knowledge extends of masonry, correct? 

Ans. They are. Their exposition of the nature of masonic obligatioii 
are as I have understood and considered them. I would further state that I 
think the society of freemasons as it is practised in all masonic lodges that I 
liave ever visited tends directly to improve the morals of its members. 

Quest, by J. S. Harris. Da you know any individual mason in this Statt 
4or otherwhere, that subscribed money to carry on the election in Bristol dis- 
trict in Mass. in favor of Mr. Hodges? Ans. I do not. 

Quest, by do. Do you consider that the oaths and obligations improtii 
the morals; or what part of masonry is it? 

Ans. I consider its principles tend, directly to that end, and that takes 
ooUectively it has that effect. Luther Woodwa&d. 

William Russell of Providence, Rhode-Island, merchant, sworn, sajt, I 
am a royal arch mason, and was initiated I think in the year 1808, in Movst 
Vernon lodge in Providence. 

Quest, by request. Please to state minutely the circumstances attendiai 
your capture during the late war? 

Ans. I never wts captured. I think in the year 1810 or 11, dorin^tk 
operation of the Burlan and Milan decrees, I was the master of the ship Marr 
Ann, of Providence, I was bound from Virginia for Cowes, and a market; 1 
had fictitious papers, by which it appeared that I waa bound for TiRiiif^» 



mnd 00 persoB on board knew where I was bound, or of my genuino papers*: 
if my genoine papers had be.ec known, the ship under the Berlin and Milan 
<lecrees would have been made a prize. I fell in with a French privateer of 
20 guns, and my boats having been stove, I went on board in my large boat, 
and my officers and crew were examined, but they knew nothing of my real 
^papers. After my papers had been examined, the master of the privateer ex- 
pressed himself satisfied and returned my papers to mc; and I then asked him 
if he was in want of anything; to which he replied that he would take nothing 
-from rao, but would thank me for a few newspapers. He then observed that 
ha feared that my boat was stove, but would put roe on board in his boat. 
During the time the crew were getting out his boat, he called for some wine, 
as was the custom at sea, aud in drinking a glass of wine he recognized me 
-as a tpason, and I did him. After this I returned on board my ship, and found 
that the crew of the French privateer had plundered me of every moveable 
article of value; I told the officer that the captain said that, he would take 
Dothing from me; this made no dififcrence; they took my property and left the 
&hip, and I theii proceeded on the voyage. I received no favor from the cap- 
tain of said privateer in consequence of his being a mason. 

Ques. by request. Have you ever alluded to this circumstance as a proof 
^hat masonry was a good institution? 

Ans. I do not recollect that I have. I have fr^uently stated that I con- 
aidered it a good institution, from the circumstance that I (^ould meet a friend 
at sea that I ^sould recognize. I have found it to be a good institution, for 
in consequence of this institution I have found masonic friends in different 
j>arts of the world. When I went to sea I visited lodges in Europe, Asia, 
Africa and America, and have visited some lodges where I could not under- 
«tand a word that was said. Since I left off going to sea, wliich is about tea 
years ago, I have not frequented the lodges. 

In answer to a question. The signs, ceremonies, and modes of working, 
4ire similar in all the lodges which I have visited. I never was at the initia- 
tion of a candidate in a lodge in a foreign country. 

In answer to a question by the committee. I never have considered anr 
of my masonic obligations incompatible with my moral, religious, social, or civil 
•obligations, or my duty to ihy God or my country. 

Answer to 10th interrogatory on paper marked D. I never considered 
that ray masonic obligations gave any jurisdiction to the lodge or to masons to 
take my life for violating said obligations; I did not consider that I as a mason 
^ad any such jurisdiction over the lives of others. I never heard masons 
construe masonic obligations to authorize them to take life for the violation of 
said obligations. 

In answer to the interrogatories on paper marked £, I say 

Ans. to No. 1. I never saw any masonic oath in writing or in print. I 
never heard such expression administered. 

Ans. to Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5. I do not recollect these expressions. The 
master mason's obligation now read to me from paper marked A, is substan- 
tially the same which I received and which I have heard administered, to the 
best of my recollection. 

The royal arch mason's obligation read to me from paper marked B, is 
substantially the same obligation which I took, and which I have heard 
administered. I do not recollect any of the variations or additions now read 
to me from paper marked E. William Russell; 

I, Nathan M. Wheaton, of Warren, in the county of Bristol, in the state 
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, engaged according; to law, do 
testify and say, in a^twer to the interrogatories on paper marked D. 

16 
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Ans. to lit interrogatory. I am a freemaioti, and liave taken seven de- 
grees in masonry^ up to tbe degree of rojal arch mason, in«lasive. I took tbt 
three first degrees in Washington lodge No. 3, in said Warren, and tbe four 
other degrees in temple chapter, No. 3, in said Warren; I was initiatecl/ 
passed and raised, in December^ A. D. 1807; and I received tbe three higher 
degrees in March, A. D. 1814; and was exalted to the royal arch degree hi 
May, A. D. 1814. 

Ans. to 2d. There was« 

Ans. to Sd. On mj initiation before taking tbe oath, tbe master of tbff 
lodge said to me, ^'I can assure jou that there is nothing in masonry contrary 
to law, religion, or tbe allegiance you owe to your country." And nnder this 
assurance I took tbe several obligations. 

Ans. to 4th. Tbe master mason's obligation and the royal arch mason's 
obligation, now read to me from papers marked A and B, are substantially 
tbe same obligations which were administered to me, and are the same obli- 
gations which I have heard administered to other persons. I never knew tbe 
lodge to refuse to administer the affirmative^ and never knew a candidate \» 
express a wish to affirm instead of swear. The lodge would give tbe affirma- 
tion instead of the oath if it were wished by the candidate, I presume. Mj 
eonstruction of tbe masonic obligations is and ever has been, that tbe candi- 
date taking \xi^ obligation promises to suffer from the enemies of masonrj 
persecution or injury, .even to the extent of the penalty of these obligations, 
sooner than betray or divulge the secrets of the fraternity. T never under- 
stood that masons, or any body of masons, bad tbe power to inflict tbe penal- 
ties mentioned in the masonic obligations, for a violation of said obligations; 
and I never suspected that any masons or body of masons, were weak enough 
to believe that they had a riffht to inflict said penalties. 

Ans. to 5tb. At my initiation into each degree a charge was given to me 
by the presiding officer. I am not certain whether the charges in the thret 
flrst degrees were read iQ me from Webb's monitor, or from the book of con- 
stitutions; the charges in the four higher degrees were read to me fron 
Webb's monitor. Webb's monitor is generally used in our lodge. It is the 
uniform practice for the presiding officer in our lodge to read tbe charge to tbt 
candidate on taking each degree, and I do not recollect its ever being omitted. 
I consider these charges i^ be explanatory of the masonic obligations and 
principles of masonry, and equally aa binding as said obligations. Thest 
charges are so considered among masons, so far as my knowledge extendi 

Ans. to 6th. I did not^ 

Ans. to 7th. I did. 

Ans. i^ 8tb. I thought that I understood said oaths at the time; I never 
had any doubts about them. 

Ans. to 10th. I consider that I have before answered this interrogatorj. 
I by no means considered that I gave any such jurisdiction, or that I was to 
8har6 in any such jurisdiction over others.. I always considered that the lodge 
or chapter could not inflict any higher punishment than expulsion^ in any case 
whatever. 

Ans. to 11th. I consider the secrets of masonry to be the ceremonies of 
initiation into each degree, the signs of recognition, and modes of working. I 
know of no other secrets in masonry, and I know nothing of Bernard's ]%ht oi 
masonry, or Allyn's ritual. 

Ans. to 12th. Those of our lodge are not; they are written in our book of 
record. I know of no secret by-laws, or book containing secrets. 

Ans. to 1 3th. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. I did not. 

Ans. to 15th. I am an adhering mason: 
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Ans. to IBtfa. I nererdid. 

Ans, to 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. They do. 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. In answer to first part I did not. If I had a vote to give 
or a favor to confer under the circumstances stated in the la&t part of this 
interrogatory, the fact of one of the person's beings a mason would have no 
influence on my determination. 

Ans. to 31st. I did not believe any such thing, and 1 never practised upon 
any such construetion of my masonic obiigation». 

Ans. to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d, In such a case I should have obeyed my religious, moral and 
social obligations, without hesitation. 

Ans. to 24th. I have always considered masonry to be a moral, social and 
charitable institution. 

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge out of this state.' I once vis- 
ited a lodge in the state of Massachusetts, and their mode of working was the 
same as in lodges in this state. 

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of several states have by delegates 
formed a*masonic body called the general grand chapter of the United States, 
and the presiding officer of this masonic body is called the general grand high 
priest. This masonic body has no jurisdiction over the masters' lodges or 
grand lodges of any of the states I know of no connexion between any 
masonic bodies in the United States and any masonic bodies in Europe. I 
do not know at what time or in what country the higher degrees in masonry 
originated, or when they were introduced into this country, or when into this 
istate. 

Ans. to 27tb. It has been the custom of our lodge to give notice to the 
grand lodge of this state only, of the expulsion of members. 

Ans. to 28th. I know of no such communications. 

Ans. to 29th. I do not recollect of any such case. 

Ans. to 30tb. There has been no auch communication received to my 
knowledge. 

Ans. to 31st. T-o the first part of the interrogatory I answer such is the 
■usage. To the last part of this interrogatory I answer that I never have 
known such a case. 

Ans. to 32d. I do not know that any lodge in this state has passed a vote 
on this subject. 

Ans. to 33d. I never have. 

Ans. te 35th. The lodges in this state pay to the grand lodge two dollars 
for the initiation of every candidate, except such as are initiated gratuitously; 
t^e gtand lodge having no other means of raising funds to defray their neces- 
sary expenses. The several chapters and lodges under its jurisdiction pay to 
the grand chapter one dollar for every candidate advanced to the degree of 
mark master, and two dollars for every candidate exalted to the degree of 
royal arch mason, except when the degrees are c^uf^^rred gratuitously,, by 
which means the grand chapter is enabled to defray their necessary expenses. 
Ans. to 36 th. I know of no sign given by masons on entering or leaving a 
lodge or chapter, in any way recognizing or indicating any authority in such 
lodge or chapter, to inflict the penalties of obligations administered by them 
in any of the degrees of masonry. 

Ans. to 37th. I know of no reason for such distinctions'^ among masons, 
but the natural propensity of mankind for novelty and variety, whi«h is to be 
seen in almost every association in life. 

Quest. Have you, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or 



124 

encampmeut, to your knowledge, had or held any communiciitiony formftf or 
informal, with any lodge, chapter, or encampment in any other state, upon the 
subject of antimasonic persecution. 

Ans. 1 have no knowledge of any such communicatk>n. 
In answer to interrogatories on paper marked Ey I say, 
Ans. to Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. I know of no other forms of 
masonic obligations used in lodges and chapters, than those which hsiwe becih 
handed by the officers of the grand lodge in this state, to the committee ap- 
pointed by the General Assembly to investigate the charges against oMSonry^ 
and which obligations I have carefully read and examined. 

N. M. Wheaton. 

I, Paschal Allen^ of Warren, in the county ©f Bristol, in the State -of 
Rhode-Island and Providence Plantations, engaged according to law, do tes- 
tify and say,^in answer to the interrogatories on paper marked D. 

Ans. to 1st. I am a frecnmson and have taken seven degrees in masonry 
«p to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. I took the three first degrees 
rn Washingtoij Lodge, No. 3, in said Warren, and the four other degree! is ' 
Providence chapter. No. 1, in Providence, R. I. I was initiated in Decem- 
ber, 1305, passed January, 1806,. and raised in March following. 'I received 
the tluree higher degrees and was exalted to the royal arch degree in April;. 
1807. 

Ans. to 2d. There was. 

Ans. to 3<\, On my initiation, before taking the oath, the master of the 
k>dge assured me that there was nothmg in masonry contrary to law, religion, 
or the obligation that I owed to ray country; and under that impression i 
took the several obligations. 

OB 

Ans. ta 4th. The master mason's and royal arch obligations on papers 
marked A and B, are substantially the same which were administered to me, 
and are the same obh'gations which I have heard administered to all others. I 
know of no instance wherein the lodge or chapter refused to administer the 
affirmation, and have never known a candidate to express a desire to affirm is 
lieu of swear. Without doubt the lodge or chapter would give the affirmatioir 
instead of the oath, if desired by the candidate. I have ever considered the 
meaning of the several obligations to be, that the candidate taking the stne 
promised to suffer from the enemies of masonry, persecution, &c. to the extent 
of the penalty of the obligations, sooner than divulge the secrets of masonry. I 
never presumed or believed that a mason, lodge or chapter had the power to 
inflict the penalties, as set forth in the masonic obligations, for a violation of 
the same; and I never imagined that any mason or body of masons believed 
such an outrage to common sense. 

Ans. to 5th. Charges were given me by the presiding officer at my initia- 
tion into each degree ; Ihey were read to me from Webb's Monitor, which is 
nsed in our lodge and chapter. It is the iiniform practice for the presiding 
officer of each institution to read the charge to the candidate on taking each 
degree. I recollect of no instances of its ever having been omitted. I cen- 
fiider the charges explanatory of the obligations and principles of masonry, tfld 
equally binding as said obligations. These charges I have understood are so 
considered amOng all ma.<^)ns. 

Ans. to 6th. I did not. 

Ans. to 7th. I did. 

Ans. to 8th and 9th. I understood the oaths when administered and never 
have had any doubts about them sinco, 

Ans. to 1 0th.. It was nol my understanding either directly or indirectly; I 
always was confident, that the lodge or chapter could not inflict any higb<^ 
punishment than expulsion in any possible case imaginable. 
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Ans. fo 1 lib. I understand the secrets of masonrj to be tbe eeremonies of 
nitiation into the sereral degrees, the signs of recognition and methods <of 
irorking. I know of no other masonic secrets, and know nothing of Bernard's 
sght on masonry or Alljn's ritual . 

Ans. to li^th. Those of the lodge to which I bebng are not, but are writ- 
en in a book of records. I know of no book containing secrets, nor any se- 
cret by-laws, either written or printed. 

Ans. to fSth. I do not. 

Ans. to 14th. 1 did not. 

Ans. to Idth. I am an adhering masop. 

Ans. to 16th. I never did. 

Ans. to 1 7th. I never did. ^ 

Ans. to 18th. They do. ^ 

Ans. to 19th. I never did. 

Ans. to 20th. In answer to the first part, I did not. In aaswer to the 
Ust part of this interrogative, under circumstances there stated, the person 
being a mason merely, would not bias my preference for any other man. 

Ans. to 2ist. I did not, and never practised upon such absurd construction 
Df my masonic obligations. 

Ans. to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I should have in preference obeyed my religious, moral and 
aocial obligations in such a case. ^ 

Ans. to 24th. I have always understood masonry to be a moral, social and 
charitable institution. 

Ans. to 25th. I have visited several lodges and chapters in the states of 
Massachusetts and New-Hampshire, mostly in Boston and Portsmouth; no 
where else out of the stata; their practices, signs, and mode of working, were 
-the same as in Rhode Island. 

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of a number of states, have formed a 
body by delegates, called the general grand chapter of the United States, 
and the officer presiding over this body is styled the generalgrand high priest. 
This masonic body has no jurisdiction over master's lodges or grand lodges of 
any of the states. I know not of any connexion between any masonic institu- 
tions in the United States, and any masonic institutions in Europe or any 
other quarter of the globe. I do not know in what country, or at what date^ 
the higher degrees in masonry originated, or when they were introduced into 
the United. States, or when into the state of Rhode Island. 

Ans. to 27. It has been the practice of our lodge, only to give information 
to the grand lodge of this state, of the expulsion of members. 

Ans. to 2dth. There have been no such oommunioations received to my 
knowledge. 

Ans. to 29th. I have no recollection of any such case. 

Ads. to 30th. I know of no such communication having been received. 

Ans. to 31st. I answer in the affirmative, to the first part of the interrog- 
atory. In answer to the second part of this interrogatory, I have no recol- 
lection of such a case. 

Ans. to 32d. I do not know that any lodge or chapter in Rhode Island has 
passed a vote on this subject. 
Ans. to 33d. I never have, 

Ans. to 36th. The lodges of Rhode Island, pay to the grand lodge, two 
dollars for the initiation of every candidate, with the exception of such as are 
initiated gratuitously, the grand lodge having no other means of defraying 
their contingent expenses. The several chapters and mark lodges under the 
jurisdiction of the state grand chapter, pay to the same, one dollar for every 
^ndidate advanced to the degree of mark roaster, and two dollars for every 
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«abfidate exalted to the royal arch degree, except wbea the d^gfteet are eoi- 
f erred gratuitously, by which the grand chapter defray their necessary ci» 

peases . 

Ans. to 36th. I know of no sign given on entering or learing a chapter ar 
lodge, recognizing authority ia such chapter or lodge, to inflict the penaKiet 
of obligations administered by them in any of the masonic degrees. 

Ans. to 37th. I do not know of any better reason than may be assigidl 
l)y literary and other institutions for granting degrees of preferment. 

Ques. Have jou, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or eaeaB^ 
ment, to your 'kuowJedge, had or held any communication formal^ or informl, 
with any lodge, chapter or encampment, in any other state, upon the sobjed 
of antimasonic persecu^n ? 

Ans. I ha?e no kn^lledge of any such communication. 

In answer to interrogatories on paper marked E. 

Ans. to No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9^. I hare ne?er heard such expre^ 
-sions administered in any lodge ^r chapter. 

Question. Can ihe secrets of masonry affect directly or indirectly the rigUi 
•or interests of aay person not a mason? 

Ans. They cannot. Paschal Alleh. 

We, the subscribers, all of Warren, in the State of Rhode-Island til 
Providence Plantations, on solemn oath do testify and say, — that we in 
•freeaiasons, and we have severally taken regularly all the degrees in massuj 
up to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. We were initiated and exi^ 
-ted in lodges and chapters in different parts of the United States; and wean 
•now severally members of temple chapter, No. 3, in said town of WarniLi 
And we further testify and say, that we have heard the depositions of Natkai* 
M. Wheaton and Paschal Allen, of said Warren, which are hereunto aaoa^;] 
«ed, and the interrogatories on paper marked P distinctly read to us; and tint 
«aid depositions are true and correct in every respect, so far as our knowlelgt 
4>B the subject of said depositions extends. 

John Trott, Wm. Carr, Jr. 

Wm. Carr, Henry W. Child, 

William Collins, James Smith, 

John Salisbury, Seth Peck, 

Lewis Hoar, Nath'l. Phillips, 

Cyril Martin, Miller Ba&net. 

J. Mauuan, of Barrington. 

NichoUis 6r. Boss of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, ii 
volemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the annexed interrogatoriei: 

Ans. to 1st. I atn a mason and took the three first degrees in St. Job's 
lodge. No. 1 in Newport, in July 1821. The fall ensuing I took a degm 
in Newport royal arch chapter; in the spring of 1826 I. took four more df 
grees in the Washington encampment; and I have taken one more dfgrei 
called the royal master. 

Ans. to 2d. Yes. 

Ans. to 3d. I was placed in a situation to receive the obKgation. Til 
person presiding then said — **You are now in a situation to receive the obB' 
gation of an entered apprentice, which all others have done, who have fwt 
this way before you. It contains nothing contrary to religion, morality ortk 
laws of your country; but is founded on faith, hope and charity, whichif prop- 
erly pursued will lead man to the highest eminence." 

Ans. to 4th. The obligajtion of an entered apprentice marked A, waiir 
shewn to me, is correct; but when taken by me, the following words 
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dded U the peiialtj, Wz. ''ere I would dimlge the lecrets novr about to be 
Hnmitted unto me;'' and the same words were in ererj masonic obh'gatioii 
'^icb I bare since taken ; and there was this further clause in every obliira^ 
ion which I took as a mason, after the words, without injury to myself yiz. 
or those who have a prior claim to mj benevolence." In the master mason's 
bligatton after the words murder and treason excepted, these words were 
dded, when I took it, ''and that to be left at mj own discretion," and the 
ord debauch, was used instead of violate. The mark master's obligation 
>w shown to me, marked B, is substantially correct, with this variation, that 
e were obligated to have a mark and to have it recorded when we thought 
x>per. The past master's obligation is substantially correct, with the addi- 
>n of the words ^'not wrong the lodge over which I maj be called to pre- 
de, nor see it wronged by others, if il is in my power to prevent it." The 
ost excellent master's obligation is correct. The royal arch mason's obli- 
Ltion is correct, except the fifth clause, in which the words "in anger" were 
led, instead of the word, '^unlawfully," when said obligation was taken by 
e, with the addition of the clause, "to keep a royal arch mason's. secrets as 
y own, murder and treason excepted, and that to be at my own election." 

To question No 1^ on the annexed paper marked E he saith: I have no 
collection of any such words. 

Ans. to 2d. The words "but will apprize him of all approaching danger" 
ere not in the obligation I took. 

Ans. to 3d. I consider the question already answered. - 

Ans. to 4th. I never took or heard the words there mentioned. 

Ans. to 5th. I have heard such words used when the person admmistering 
ke obligation was not confident that he had given it correctly, and therefore 
:ated that if any part of the obligation had been omitted it should be com- 
ranieated next meeting; but I never knew it to happen except in one or two 
Htanccs and then it was considered by me as very irregular, and no part of 
ae regular masonic obligation: the oath was not so administered to me. 

Ans. to 6th. The word "omnific," was not in the obligation I took, but I 
romised not to communicate the grand royal arch word, except in the man- 
«r in which I received it, and the manner in which I should receive it was 
ben explained to me. And I did not consider the explanation as a part of 
3y obligation. 

Quest, by request. Was the explanation you have mentioned given before 
be oath or obligation was completed; and if so, how do you separate it from 
Eie oath or obligation? 

Ans. It was given before the oath was completed; after the words "ex- 
^pt in the manner in which I shall receive it;" and the explanation was 
i^en, and not repeated by the candidate. 

Ans. to 7th question on said annexed paper marked E. He saith he nev- 
* heard the words. 

Ans, to 8th. The words "whether he be r^ht or wrong" I never heard 
^ministered in the oath in any lodge or chapter in which 1 was present, in 
ly degree of masonry. 

Ans. to 9th. I have already answered this question. I never heard the 
ords "murder and treason not excepted," used in any obligation administer- 
9 to a mason or words to such an effect. I have been in lodges and chap- 
^Ys both in New-York and Philadelphia, and there heard obligations admin- 
lered as well as in this State. The only words ever used, were "murder 
nd treason excepted, and that left at my own discretion." 

Ans. to 11th. It is already answered. 

Ans. to 12th. 1 never heard such a penalty. 

Anf . to Idtb. Answers in the negative. 



: 



128 

Ans. to 14tl. There is no such expresaioA as ^^until or when the Ittt 
trump" used. 1 never heard such an expression in a lodge, chapter or en- 
campment, 

Ans. to 15tb. Yes — I believe such an expression was used in seTeiml de- 
.grees of knighthood, but do not recollect which. I never consid red such dc* 
grees as any part of masonry, and for my understanding of said degrees I re- 
fer to Webb's Freemason's Monitor, page 208. 

Ans. to 16th. When I took the degree of knight templar, John A. Shaw 
presided. Rev. Mr. Mudge was present and about forty more. Stepheo A 
Robinson and Archibald Munro took the degree at the same time, and no tuck 
words were in the obligation which we took, and no such ceremony took placSi 
and I have never heard or seen such a thing take place in any lodge, chapter 
or encampment where I have been. 

Question by request. Were these said words used in any ceremony of in- 
itiation in the knight templar's degree? Ans. No — they were not. 

Ans. to 5th direct interrogatory. Yes they were. 1 considered them 
being connected with, and explanatory of the obligation. 

Ans. to 6th. I inquired of my father, who had been a mason over fortj 
years, and he informed me that there was nothing in the obligations contraiy 
to religion, morality and the laws of my country, and nothing that I might n 
ashamed of. 

Ans. to 7th. I did so. 

Ans. to 8th. I understood them as I thought — was satiated and bad m 
doubts. I did inquire before and after I had taken them. 

Ans. to 9th. I reflected, after the oath was over, conversed with older Bi- 
sons, and had no scruples and no objections. 

Ans. to 10th. No, I did not; I have had conversations with my fathtfi 
•Christopher Fowler, Dr. Mann, and other older masons, and understood firav 
them that the only penalty that could be inflicted on a mason was ezpiibio% 
reprimand or suspension from visiting the lodges; and I never knew any othv 
punishment inflicted. 

Ans. to 11th. I consider the secrets of masonry are the ws^ by which QH' 
mason is known to another. I neveT read Allyn's Ritual and Bernard's ligK 
on Masonry: There are certain ways, signs, tokens and words by which oM 
mason is known to another, and without which no person can be admitted It 
.a lodge« 

Ans. to ISth. The constitution of the grand lodge and by-laws are pabfiik- 
ed, and the by-laws of all lodges are published, and there is no private record 
book. 

Ans. to 13th. I know of no other oaths or obligations other than what I 
have mentioned, in the degrees which I have taken. 

Ans. to 14th. So far from considering that masonry interfered with iByn* 
ligious, social or moral obligations, I considered that it tended to make ne I 
better christian, man and citizen. 

Ans. to 15th. I am not a seceding mason, but adhere. 

Ans. to 16th and 17th. I never did. 

Ans. to 18th. It does; they are expressly forbidden. 

Ans . to 20th. I never did . I never was, or felt myself influenced to gift 
a vote or grant a favor to another man merely because he was a mason. 

Ans. to 21st. I never did; I have already answered it. 

Ans to 22d. I never did. 

Ans. to 23d. I should have obeyed my religious, civil, moral and social ob- 
ligations, and consider them as paramount. I consider that mj masonic obli- 
gations never can come in conflict with my religious, civil, moral and social 
obligations. 
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^^" jIm. it 34th. [caDsIJei-tt at a cltaritflbln inifitutinn, intended Tor f1 
^nftrof iIi»tressB<li*retlu-on; llicir/ainili«,i, wiidaw* ami orplisii*. 

Au». to -iStli. I liai-e milcd l.t.rw luaslcr mawu\ IiJgM in N"nw.rrtrt, one 
cbaijtu' id New-Vork, aud out: iu PiiiladKtpliiu, a'^d anp in RnUipArn, and I 
iiQliei'cr liial tlic GOrcuuiiieA auil abLigationn were tint luiao an 1 haVe Wa 
■Utqij. ' 

AiiH. t.) 25ili. Tilt Juiliei commuiiftiattt lo tlw gjriiL^ Judge of t!i« Stale in 
wliicli tSay i.r-i Uitaini, ;.ii.i .^uli ^..iji.;! !<.Jr;.! (.■.■MiuiiinitatM with ilie others. 
Tbere is no t' ' -; acid l.kunw of no cnm- 
,. jiiiuiicatinn )" ' ■''-.'•■<■ Is a ^Ga^nil grand 
«lia|)ifr.Bail .. ua toiiimdiiJcBtioolamy 
kfi«>i*lif'lL;« nu.i ' ' ' ' ?\ioa tn^tmBDiilliBlii^h- 

er inosoiiic or.h-fs (-o culkaj luid lli'.^i.' in fjuruyi; or alHcnbnris. Tii>j ina- 
nuiik SnUwotlj jntliife«ounlry ar^uol eubjcct to oae commou iK'fttl or prtwcr. 

Am. to ^7th. When ft. meniW tav^tprilcd n* coinmitniiTiita it lA the 
^raiid tjAJ^, hiid fhigrAnd lotI;;e CQiBiiiuaicatoi it !» tltcottiKf gruod Inilgna, aail 
tliey infunn tW 8ubi«rdinal« Ii»iI{;m. 

Ans. to '33th. Wa iiewr hati »iiy i^ntomanufatitxi 'niai (hclods^a tb New- 
Yvi'k) aiid I neTfer \Mutd of niiy. ' 

Ans. to 'i'Mh. Hit Ciiinu in <lr(c^^r<l on tke lUt of (siiiullud miiinben. 

An*, to 38th. 1 ne»er itnarJ of anw. 

Am. tn 3Isl. Tothpfirstpnrt ofll'i8Hu"ti''T),l BflSiTPr yps. To thrsepuud 
ftarl I answer w.^ ,i,1rj,it ;,7I in3«nr« whff wtt biliwe tc'b* ifoHhy. anil Owse 
wlirt we koiiw (. ■. ,- rt-jfrct. TliO bdji-Bwiierr ihpj belong w!fl . 

iB*(!»tig;alc il. ■ . .,.(i (rittf,' will etj.ri thorn. The bdgus iiwer 

pass Tottts o:' : ...ii, npon ni«i|0o4 boloojicg to onntUtr lt)3ge, 

until tlmy ni-f r". .hr^ir SuTi M-^^. 

Ans, to;J'Jt, Wl. in'.-r liiivi' takun nitj- urdtiF abrnjt it. 

Alls. lo.53d. InevBr heor*'»n7 niawn jiistify or palliate flm nMiietion or 
miH'tler of M'>!'g(in, a*il (n conTRriatio n willi BiDiOii«, tll'ey bftvo alwayn coij- 
rfemned il, it'^w.h atbing did takcplacc. 

Aus. to.Wth. TherecoTiJs [prea«iile'd Me fiOlil 1811, anfl BOittatn all fire 
papers and record* IjelOflging lo tUc proceediOKS of tU hige, 'r\>e records 
iii-eviLiiii to that lime rtc-c kMuvlt'^ from tbe lodijo fcy pJ". Caw iu tliat-j'ear, 
nud arc now not wilUa my tonlrol as ^eoKlarj ot »aiil Mff--'. 
. Ans. to 35tb. Ujion the initiation of a laf mbiT to tbo n«t tlirp^ilpgre's. 
fco iiay» twenty-four dotla«, out of which two Wlnrs are |iaid to the grand 
lodge, and about the same itiim to the grand th^fli^r, u;ion bt:iug eiaited na it j 
royal arch mason. And t kuotf of no oilier coiJtril.utions. ^ - J 

Ans to attth. They do inajtc obftinance to thi* master when lhcygo,ii*> \ 
a lodge; and oinft times out often I only kiss my bftn3, and 1 never wnsiJer- ^ 
edit aa having any reference to tbe oliilgati'in toli^n. 

Ab8. to 37th. I don't know any reason for it. Ans. to 38th. tncrer did. 

(lue»tii;ns hy rcfjiiest of Gcorgu Turour. , * 

(ioes. Of bow many degrees do you con>;ider masonry bow toeonaist? 

Ans. I consiilT anciPnt masonry to consist o! spven degrees, and the rf*- 
gre«3 of knighthood as of moder u origin . 'Vbe other degreea ussuraed to ba 
laasoiiiii 1 know nnUiin;; ahout. 

Ques. At what time dii! yon henr the ontbs of the royal areh degree of 
laasonry , administerefl in New- York and Piiil«del(>hia ; wa» it beforu or «iDC4 
Septeuibwr 1B2G. 

Ans, I heard the obligation of royal nrch mason, ftdDtiuilterad in New- 
York, in 183S, and in Philadelphia, h 1S23. 

tiuM. When did yo.1 have the cocver«ii)iDn with Fowler, Cahoope and 
Dr. Mann about masonic penalties, that yoti havu alludeil t*>. 
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Ad8. The eonrersatioB held with Messrs. Fowler, Cahoone, Dr. Mam 
and others, were at various times after mj initiation, as wq frequentlj coa- 
▼ersed on the subject of masonry. 

Ques. As a mason, can you, or can you not, communicate that fact to a 
judge, juror or officer in court, supposing them also to be masons. 

J^ns. I can make myself known to a mason^ as being a mason, ^ any 
time. 

Ques. u^re you an officer or member of the grand lodge of this state? 
^nd are you bound by an oath or obligation under penalty, to abide by and 
support all the decrees^ ordinances and reguUtins of said grand lodge? 

^ns. I am a member of the grand lodge, being a past master of St. John's 
lodge. No. 1., and am bound by no other oath than that taken in my induction 
to the office of master; which is similar to the past master V 

Ques. Did any mason in distress or believing himself to be so, ever make 
to you the grand hailing sign; and if so, on what occasion, and how did yoa 
reply to it ? 

^ns. No mason ever did, and I never saw it given. 

Ques. Is, or is not, every mason in a lodge required to make the masonic 
signs ^f each degree, up to that on which the lodge is to be opened, before 
the master declares the lodge open. 

Declines answering. 

Ques. Is the language found at page 26th of ^llyn's Ritual — being the 
3d, 4th and 5th lines from the top, a part of the ceremony of initiation as 
there stated? 

Ques. Is the language found at page /43 beginning at the 7th line, a part 
of the lecture on the degree of an entered apprentice mason? 

An9. to the two last. The language contained in the pages referred to, 
have never been used in any lodge to my knowledge. 

Ques. by committee. Was you onee called as a witness before the court 
of Common pleas, Newport county, November term, 1830, in a case between 
R. Shaw assignee, and John C. Borden, where the question before the court 
was, whether a mason was a competent'juror in a case where one party was 
a mason and the other not. If so, did you decline answering to questions con* 
cerning the masonic oaths, |ind why? 

^ns. I was calle'd as a witness, and entered the court room, without 
knowing the question on trial. I was enquired of by B. Hazard, Esq. to 
fitate the obligations, and declined doing it. Messrs. Pcarce and Turner then 
required me to read the obligations as printed in Bernard's book, and state the 
.difference if any. J did read it, and immediately refused, plumply, to answer 
or explain the the difference; because, I considered the question as an imper- 
.tinent and unauthorised one, not holding myself bound to answer individuals 
in such matters, but always to be subject to the constifutcd authorities. 

Ques. second. Did the court require you to answer? Did tkoy find any 
fault with you for not answering? 

Am. I did not consider the court as requiring me to answer the questions. 
And no fault has ever been found by them in relation thereto. If I had com- 
mitted a contempt of court, I should have been fined, imprisoned or reprimand- 
ed, which was not done. Nichs. G. Boss. 

iV. 6r. BosBy being called again testified as follows. I received the papers 
marked ^B C, containing certain forms of obligations, paper containing direct 
interrogatories and paper with certain stated variations marked E, together 
with my deposition before the legislative committee, from B. Hazard, Esq. on 
Tuesday morning, with a request that I would read the questions and answers 
to those masons who should be summoned, in order to avoid reading thorn te 
etch one individually on his examination, thereby to facilitate the exaouoatioa 
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ftnd iiTetti^tion. I proposed to sererml inatont* to hare a maatiog at my 
office at 4 o'clock that afternoon, but afterwards finding that my tngagemenU 
would not allow me to attend, I requested them to attend early at the lodge 
meeting for the election of officers that evening. The lodge was duly opened 
and I then stated the business I had to present to th^ brothers who had been 
requested to attend as witnesses. The officers and members then went to the 
fire, the ^ler was directed to admit all masons, and setting round the fire 
place, I read the questions and brother Robinson read the answers from my 
deposition. Aher which the lodge was called to order and we proceeded to 
the usual business of the lodge and election of officers. 

Ques. by committee. Have you ever known the affirmation 'administered 
in your lodge, instead of the oath? Have you ever known it refused when 
called for? 

^ns. I inever knew it refused. I never knew it called for but once; the can* 
didate was Silas Gardner, and the affirmation at his request was adminit-* 
tered to him by John A. Shaw, thea presiding officer of the lodge and who 
was considered to be one of the brighest masons in New-England. 

NicHs. G. Boss. 

N. G, Boss^ being again called, testifies that he knows of no rule or prin** 
ciple of masonry, that requires a master mason to be initiated into the degree 
of past master, before he can be installed as a master of a lodge. He . haa 
never heard of any such rule or practice but ha? known instances to the con- 
trary, particularly in the cases of capt. Northam and judge Sanford. 

In answer to the question No. 26, proposed by the committee appointed by 
the Legislature of the.v state, the subscriber does answer and say, that from 
the best information, he believes freemasonry to have been introduced into 
North America in the followihg order : 

In 1730, Lord Weymouth, grand master of England, granted a deputation 
to Robert Lacey, merchant, for constituting a lodge in -Savannah, Greorgia . 

1733. In consequence of an application from masons in New England, Vis- 
count Montague, grand master in England, in 1733, appointed R. W. Henry' 
Price, provincial grand master of New England, and a lodge was formed in 
Boston, under'the name of St. John's grand lodge, the provincial r^r^nd master 

' being at their head, and under his dispensation exercising with them grand 
lodge authority. And in 

1734, upon the petition^of Dr. Benjamin Franklin and others residing in 
. Philadelphia, they granted them a charter, appointing Dr. Franklin the master. 

From this, lodge in Boston, originated all the first lodges in New England, 
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Mary- 
land, Canada, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, Surinam, and others. 

1775. The provincial grand master, Joseph Warren, was slain on Bunker 
Hill, and the dispensation held by him not having been transferred, the ma- 
sons in 1783, at theii' first assembling after the revolution, resolved, '^ that 
to maintain a friendly correspondence with all ancient grand lodges was deem* 
ed correct ; and it was further resolved that, it being inconsistent with the 
principles of the craflt, to be subordinate to any foreign lodge, as masonry, in 
a peculiar degree, inculcates the doctrine of allegiance on every brother, to the 
government of the country under which he lives, that grand lodges ought to be 
• formed in each state. 

In 1749, the lodge in Massachusetts granted a charter to the masons, in 
Newport, R. I. by the name of kiiig Davids Lodge. And in 1759, a char- 
ter to St. Johns Lodge. These two lodges united in 1787, under the name 
of " the first lodge of mason's in Newport, R. I.") 

Saint Johils lodge in Providence, received their charter in January, 1757, 
under the name of '^ the first lodge in Providence," by that name. 



la 1792 tbeonlj two lodges in Rhode-Island, tbe one in Neifrport^and tb» 
one in Providence, formed a grand lodge, (surrendered their dispensations or 
charters which they had received from the grand lodge of Massachusetts,) and 
received new charters from the grand lodge of R. I. signed by the M. W.- 
Christopher Champlio, grand master, and from that grand lodge bas emaot- 
ted all the masonic lodges in this state^ to the degree of master mason. 

In 1761 The Grand Consistory convened at Paris, when authority was 
given to Stephen Morin to found and establish the higher degrees in the new 
world. He resided in the West Indies. ^ 

In 1763 Moses M. Hays arrived in this country with autbarity fromMoria 
to establish ^hem, he being appointed D. Grand Inspector General. 

-^bout 1780 Mr. Hays visited or resided in Newport, R. I. and conferred 
the degrees to the 33d, on several persons who at that time were master ma- 
sons, among others on Peleg Clark, and Moses Seixas, in 1781.' His power 
as deputy iuspector general, was to confer all the degrees after roaster ma- 
son, unless in a place where a chapter or encampment was formed, a knowl- 
edge of these degrees being requisite? But when a chapter or encampment 
was in a place, they gave the degrees. 

In 1793 Peleg Clark, Moses Seixas, Thoiiias TV. Moore and Mr. Stearns, 
being royal arch masons, met at Providence to assist the royal arch masei^ 
there to found a chapter, which they did, under the name of *' the Providence 
chapter of royal arch masons," having a dispensation from the nearest chap- 
ter, Washington chapter. New York, dated 3d September, 1793. 

In June, 1802, about 30 master masons held a meeting to appoint a com- 
mittee to go to Providence for the purpose of obtaining the royal arch degrets, 
Edward Easton, Clarke Cook, John Price. Henry J. Hudson, were appointed. 
In January said committee (have obtained them, together with Moses Seixas, 
Peleg Clarke, Joseph liogers, Edward Landers, Benedict Smith and Wil- 
liam Boss,) all royal arch masons, presented a petition to grand chapter of 
Rhode Island, (formed in 1798,) for power to hold a chapter in Newport, by 
the name of Newport chapter. No. 2, which was granted. 

The masons exalted by them to royal arch, about 1811, being desiroos of 
bavina: the higher degrees, and the authority to confer said degrees being lost 
by liiO deccrTse of Moses Seixas, they appointed a committee to proceed to 
New York and receive them, and obtain authority to establish a consistory ii 
this place. The consistory at that time gave the degrees of knighthood, there 
being no encampiL.cnt here; but when the grand encampment of New Eng- 
land was formed, those who had received the degrees of knighthood, joised 
and became subordiuato to Ihe one comprising the northern states, xand re- 
ceived a dispensation to confer the degrees, according to the terms of tke 
original dispensation for a consistory. N. G. Boss. 

Stephen Ayrault Rohinsoriy of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro- 
gatories. 

Question by the committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, 
how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or chapters 
were you admitted; and at what time? 

"Ans. I ttiii a ;:i?»son. I was admitted to the three first degrees in or 
about July 1821, and sometime in the fall or winter following, I received the 
other four degrees: said first three deji;TGcs wer^ received in St. John's lodge 
No. 1 in Newport; a?ul the last four iu'Newport chapter No. 2, and sometime 
in the summer of 18'ii4 I took the royal master's degree — in 1826 I look the 
degrees of knighthood in the Washington encampment in Newport; and in the 
same year, or in 1827, 1 took the select master's degree. 
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Questioij bj committee. Hare you read over the forms of obligations coa^^ 
lined in papers annexed marked ABC; if so, are those forms substai«*lalljr 
orr^ct? ^ns. I hare, and tbey are io. / 

Quest. Have jon been present while the annexed deposition gives bj N. 
r. Boss was given; have you attentively heard that deposition read over; if 
>, are the answers, explanations and facts given and stated in that deposi- 
on correct and true? 

AtL%. I was present during the examination of N. G. Boss, and believe al! 
lat he has stated is correct. I heard all the questions which were put or 
sad over to him. 

Quest. If called upon to answer the same questions, is there any material 
Iteration which you should wish to make ? 

-^ns. There is none, except that the clause, *^keep the secrets of a royal 
rch mason, murder and treason excepted," which is mentioned by Mr. Boss, 
rere not in the obligation which I took, but I have heard them used. I know 
f no other variation. Stephen A. Robinson. 

The above named S. A. Robinson beting called again, says in answer to 
be following questions. 

Question by committee. Have yon ever known the affirmation to be ad- 
ministered instead of the oath? Have you ever known it refused when call- 
id for? 

^ns. He has known the affirmation administered in one instance-r— that 
f Silas Gardner when he was admitted a mason. Has never known it refused. 

Question by George Turner. Ai the time Mr. Boss' deposition and the 
tber papers were read in the lodge on the evening of the 27th inst, was there 
ny discussion or conversation among the brethren on the subject oftbem; if 
ea, please to state what it was as particularly as you can? 

-4ns. There was no discussion or conversation about it. It was merely 
bserved by some present that the deposition was correct. This was before 
he lodge was called to order; — after 1 beard no one, speak of the busi-* 
ess at all. Stephen A. Robinson. 

S. A. Robinson being again called, testifies to the same facts as contained 
i the foregoing deposition ofN. G. Boss. Stephen A Robinson. 

Thomas R. Gardner, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful aiCj^'oB 
olemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories: 

Quest, by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, how 
iaoy degrees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were 
ou admitted, and at what time? % 

Ans. I am a freemason, and in 1793 took the three first degrees in St, 
ohn's lodge in Newport. 

In answer to further questions he says, that the forms of the three first ob- 
Igations^ contained in paper marked A, arc substantially the same as those ad- 
ninistered to him. He does not recollect whether the words, viz. '*and those 
eft to my own election," were administered to him in the master's oath or 
lot. He has heard them administered to others. He heard the foregoing 
leposition given by N. G. Boss, read over, and also the interrogatories an- 
wered therein, and says that the facts, statements and explanations therein 
ontained are correct and true, as far as his knowledge extends; and if the 
ame questions were put to him he should answer to the same effect as far as 
lis information would extend. ' Thos. R. Gardner. 

Peleg Clarke, of the town and county of Newport, ©f lawful age, on solemn 
•ath doth depose and say, in answer to the following interrogatories: 
Quest, by committee* .i^re you or hare you been a freemason; if so, bow 
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nanj de^eet in masoorj bar* you taken, bj wkat lodgea or chapters wore 

you 2u^nitted, aud at what time? 

^ns. I am a freemason, and have taken seren regular degrees, and aiss 
the royal master's degree. I took them in St. John's lodge, No. 1, in New- 
port' and in the chapter in Newport, in the year 1821. 

Quest, by do. Hare you read over the forms of obligations contained in 
the annexed papers marked A, B and C; if so, are those forms substantially 
correct ? 

^ns. I have read them^ and they are substantially correct; but the words, 
" the first angle and square," were not in my fellow craft's obligation, or the 
words, ^' unless absolute necessity shall require it," in my master mason's ob- 
ligation. 

Quest, by do. Have you been present while the annexed deposition given 
by N. G. Boss, Esq. was given; have you attentivelylieard that depositioa 
read over; if so, are th^answers, explanations and facts given and stated ii 
that deposition, correct and true? 

^ns. Mr. Boss' deposition has been read to me, and is correct so far as is 
within my own knowledge, except as regards the sign . given at entering or 
leaving the lodgo, which is one characteristic of the order. 

In answer to a question he saith, that he has attended lodges in u41euB*. 
dria on different occasions,. and there saw the first two degrees, and on one 
occasion the degree of royal arch given, and the obligations there administe^ 
ed were the same as used here. Peleo Clarke. 

Peleg Clarke, within named, being again called, says that when ho went 
to the lodge last evening, it was about being opened by one of the brothers, 
who proceeded and concluded the opening of the lodge; before proceedii^ to 
business Mr. Boss s:tated he had the interrogatories put to him by the legislt- 
tive committee, and his answers. The officers and members then gathered 
round the fire; he read the questions, brother Robinson bis answers, after 
which I called the lodge to order, and announced to the brethren that we were 
ready to proceed to business. Peleg Clarke. 

Peleg Jlarke being again called, testifies to the same effect as the two last 
witnesses, except that he is not of bis own knowledge acquainted with tho is- 
stances by them stated. Peleg Clarke. 

Henry J. Hudson^ of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, os 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

In answer to question he says he is a mason and took three first degrees fa 
1797 in St. John's lodge No. 1, Newport. The four next degrees ap to aod 
including the royal arch he took in Providence in the year 1803. He bad 
beard read from papers marked A and B; the forms of the obligations taken 
in the seven degrees he took; he was attentive to the reading of them and to 
the best of his recollection they were the same that were adminisferedtohin. 
There may have been some little variation in some words, but there was none 
that altered the sense according to the best of his recollection. He has 
sometimes heard them administered to others since he took them. He has 
heard read over the foregoing deposition given by N. G. Boss and the interro- 
gatories therein replied to; and he bsHeves the facts, and statements and ex- 
planations therein contained to be correct as far as his knowledge extends. 
He has seldom icon in any lodge except the St. John's lodge in this town. 
If the same questions were severally put to him he should answer such of the 
questions as he had knowledge of, in'^the same manner except that he might 
use different words. ^ 

Question by George Turner. Have you any knowledge of a proposed at- 
tack onlhe person of Dr. Benjamin TV. C|ise,by the members of 1^. John's 



lodge in this town at ftnj time, aid were jou or were jon not applied to er 
designated as one who was to be concerned in said personal attack ? 

^ns. He does not^ know whj Mr. T. should ask such a question. He 
answers no throughout all its parts in the negative. He never heard of such a 
thing being ever in contemplation, and from his'' knowledge of the masons in 
this town he does not believe it was ever dreamt of Henry J. Hudson. 

. Stephen Cahoone, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Ques. Are jou a freemason? if so, how many degrees have you taken, and 
in what lodges and chapters did you receive them, and at what time? 

^ns. I am a freemason and have taken three degrees; I received them 
IB St. John's lodge in Newport, about forty years ago, Moses Seixas then 
being master. 

Ques. Have you read or heard read, the forms of tlie obligations for those 
-three degrees, contained in the paper marked Aj and annexed to the forego- 
ing deposition given by Wm. Wilkinson? If so, are those the same in 
auDstance that were administered to you? are there any material variations^ 
if so, please point them out. 

^ns. I have read those forms, and they a^re substantially correct as far 
as I can recollect. I have not been at a lodge more than three times in the 
last twenty years; but the sense and^substance of the obligations are still im- 
t>ressed upon my mind. 

Ques. Have you read or heard ready from the annexed paper marked E, 
Certain variations or differences between the forms just referred to and certain 
>tber forms of the same obligations, said to be contained in certain books. 
lF so, did the oaths you took contaia any part of those variations, and what? 

Ans. They did not contain any part of said variations, according to the 
^«st of my recollection. 

- Ques. Did your obligation in the master's degree contain these words, 
r\z: ^'and those l^ft to my own election," after the words murder and treason. 

^ns. I have no recollection of them. 

Ques. Have you read over or heard read over, attentively, the annexed 
Imposition given N. G. Boss, and the interrogatories therein replied to; if so, 
a.re the facts and statements and explanations in said deposition contained, 
(Correct and true as far as your knowledge extends? 

^ns. I heard said deposition read, and the facts, statements and explan- 
Mions therein containedj are correct and true as far as they are within my own 
knowledge. 

Interrogatories by request of George Turner. Are there any variations 
Uat.you know or recollect; if so, please to state them? 

Aq&. I do not recollect any variations of any kind. 

Intg. When were you at the meetings of the lodge, as you have stated? 

^ns. At two different funeraU, and once last night: I attended last even- 
ing for the purpose of hearing read the forms of the oaths, and the other pa- 
tters to which I have referred, and I left the lodge directly after they were 
^ad, and did not stay to the annual election of officers. 

Intg. By whom were those oatlis and variations read to you ? 

^ns. Mr. Boss read the interrogatories, oaths and variations, and Mr. 
Hobinson read the answers. 

^ Intg. Do you know any thing about the proceedings of the lodge in this 
^wn, on the disposal of its funds for the last ten or fifteen years; if so, please 
to state what they have been, and your means of information. 

^ns. 1 know nothing about it. 

Intg. Could you repeat all or either of the Area masonic oaths you bare 
laJEeo) and if so 'please do to? 



^K^ ^ns. Ic4u1d not; andif I couMValiotild not; for if I ccrtiM mr coDSaCnct 

^^H)ulii iiat lei uii!. 

^^Hjnlg. U»w tiir il(tea yutir kiuiwleilgu exIciiJ, utJu|ouiUL-Ka lltatyau w»i>l<f 

^^HuiTiir ail lilt; iiiterru^aluiies ^ui to Mr. Oqsi precisety «£ |ic lta« iloiie? 

^^^L^iiii. jiaiiiTiVuif^ tu in^ I'liuMliicttuii uf uiiuuurj' I tliuulJ t|Ufe tLainerad tli( 

^^H^liuiu aa \iu liqti (tcino, 

^^HQiit^. WixiL inasujj caa 7'>ii, or cart jou not, coumubluale Uiai, fad It) a^gr, 

^^^DAr i>r olucar iu u^^urt^ tluriii^ a juJicoi trial, auiijMting Jkpui nUg lu Wiu- 

^HLrfiia. I can KHika uyselfkuoiva uatnitwiu tosAotWuavuiriiBilatkMl 

^^Hbc ar plaeci 

^^^^utg. l>i<l Hiif mai'ui ja dl^'lrcx*, or <> 

^^K-you liic graitd iiaili'>g lign nfdiAtn'-ki; 

^^■illt^. U or ja Dotc\'Vrj ina4oriil> alu^J^i. ■'->!., ..,...-.. .... ..r.,,.,,. . 

^^H^cIl iir^rcc, U{> to tlut uii wtiicb tlJR }oil«|o jm (u l>e ujtuuaJ, iieini'ii ilw pu- 
^^^t.d'dMCS lita lutUli Uuly UUUliL'tli 

^^V^ii*, A^it Uutl /riiiitiUeu-' tluru ate vuruiiia wsya uTMjctDg r coMtplimiil 
^^ihu QiMBUiCi tiiu sajticaa Uiurd ure >iiQisc»:ut iva^it uTauliUaltdoiDtlnibUnL 

iiitg;. VVliila you iviru' Siiiwt^u-y of Uie iinls« did jruu vtcr k»itnrr miw hU 

itislj'ibiuiuJ ur liumletl iiut liitliu iudi^eiit bti»Uifcli, tLetf iviilDmu- orpbuu. ( 

i^fl, at ^vl>at time tin^ by wl»»a of dura? 

l^ns. Ills lailh tliat ill! La» nil reci^liiv 

f Jritg. liy eominilli;!:-. Wt-re you^i.i . 
Mr!); if vt, at wiiat tiiua and Wv li>ii 
itiiu ruiiU>.aa far a« your kiiiividii^u >". 
BarJtatiia objuub -ami nucsksary cxjitiiiai:;}'.'!' IW Ii'i'j;':.' 
K^ii^. 1 was aen'etury ol' tim Jodjje abuiit UiuttiLU fiara. 
%^iii 17DT, and thu UiLjiu&nblu fui.il!t ai Uie loOgu vcutt alwnt* r,*<Tj tkii 
^blfi puqiuses, etcejit wliat were usfti! fop iiiutd«nlal oijii-f.?!"- ; ■' ■ ■■ 
'uitirnlly liamlad out la tbe maulli uf 0:luUi'r and January . 
^eruitid fur iiurdiaaiiiif refreatimcnts, orfor the piirno-icj ir 
ur Bill inun tit ivere |iuri:bai>crf< by <:uiitriljuliuus. liete n^ 
iratinii on St. Jobu'n day and a luaat, but every magoti wIm ati'-'iii>:ij ;< 
)i[ii[)uriiuu uf tlie i^Kjjfuire. 

yuAn 0. H'hilthorot, of tlie town and couoly of N«vt|iort, of lanftil b^*, 
«* ■nluuiu oatb, (lotli declare aud nay in aAxwer luthe r»nu»tag iiMi'rrDffalutKk 
Inlg. .f4ru>ou or liuvc yuu boou »fr<!ciiiasoiii if »u, Imw luany dej^n-n W 
maxniii-y bavi! yea tak^nj by wbat totlgci Bfld E\hapt«Ta weri^you ailmilt^; 
*n»I al wUat.tima? 
^. Am. I am a freemason, auJ it llie yeaf 1800 <Jr IBOI , I look thrv* i'.' 
j^s la St Jahii')> luili^e Nu. 1 k Newport. 

lolg. Have yuu read over lUe fi^rinii of obltgnlions /Matniiui<] in Uic yvpft 
kaoesed murkud^di if so, ara tbtMe lurmssubatantislly corroet? 
I Ah». I kave — aud I lliink lliat Iftey are correct ' 

rliilg. Have you buua pmscitt wbtlo tb« aoneiod depwilinn {ivan bj N.' 
|3. Unas, Ktq. vtai giveaH liavd yau alUiitiiely board Dial dupMilioa rrnt! 
ijreri if so, ara Lti<: aimweri, ex)>l8uatii}iti And iacta Ri^*^" and iiateil la ibat 
Bepo»itioii correct aiid Irui^, w far aa tbey are ivittiiii your OHni kiHi*ted^?' 
Ji Ann. 1 beard »aid d^tiotUion read over in tbc lodge r«Doi al the tine Cij- 
'lain Staobupa has meutiooed, and as far aa 1 am auquaintni nrtb maaoBrr, 
th« fact), explanatioiiii aud aQHivers cuii(aioi.'<I is it are corrRei and trur. 

lutg. ir culled ujiDU to aii.4WLT ttii »ftiae question*, i* ib«ra aay material 
altaraljati, wkich you iiboitld wijili (o^ve^ Au*. 1 koowaf (mbs. 
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John R. 8tanhQp§f of tb« town and eoantj of Newport, of lawftil age^ Qfl 
•oiemn oath, doth declare and saj in answer to the following interrogatories * 
Int. ^re jou a freemason; if so how manj degrees in masonrj hare jou 
taken, bj what lodges or chapters were jou admitted, and at what time? 

^ns. I am a. freemason, and in or about 1827, took the three first deg^Ci 
in St. John's lodge, in Newport. In answer to further questions, he says the 
forms of the oaths for the degrees he took, and which forms were read to him 
from paper marked Aj are the same that were administered to him as far as ha 
can recollect. He has heard read the foregoing deposition given by N. G. 
Boss, and the interrogatories therein answered, and says that the facts, state-* 
ments and explanations in that deposition contained, are true and correct as 
far as his knowledgs extends. 

Quest, by George Turner. When, where and by whom, were the forms of 
oaths and the deposition of Mr. Boss read to you, and at whose request? 

Am>. Xiast evening, at the lodge, the said deposition, forms and interrog- 
atories were read by N. G. Boss, and the answers were read by S. A. Rob- 
\ ittson. The chairman of the committee now says and wishes me to state, that 
f it was done at his request, for the purpose of saving the trouble of reading 
I" over the whole of those papers to each witness when called to testify. 
^ ^ Quest, by do. ^^as the hdge regularly open when the said papers were 
read, and was there any discussion or conversation on the subject of said 
deposition,, if so what was it? please to state it as particularly aa )rou can. 

^ns. Whether the lodge bad been regularly opened or not he cannot tell. 
This business of reading was done at the beginning of the evening; the mem- 
bers present sat round the fire and beard the papeirs read, the object of doing 
which being mentioned. This was no part of lodge business; I did not con- 
sider it so. There was no manner of discussion about it; there was no con- 
▼ersation upon the subject, except that if was observed generally that Mr. 
Boss had answered the questions correctly and properly. This was the reg- 
ular annual meeting and the lodge afterwards proceeded in its ordinary busi- 
ness. The lodge was opened before the officers were chosen, but Whether 
before the papers were read or not I can't recollect. Ho recollects hearing 
the master declare the lodge to be open, but' the time he can't remember. 

Quest, by do. At the time you entered the lodge last night was it in the 
language of masons duly tyled, or was it not? 

^ns, I walked into the lodge as I walk into any room, and without any 
sign or ceremony whatever; the door waa open and I noticed no keeper or 
tyler there. 

Quest, by do. Is there, or is there not, always some ceremony observed 
among masons, at the opening and closing of a lodge, and was the ceremony 
of opening the lodge performed last night after you entered it. 

^ns. There are always some ceremonies observed at the opening and 
closing of a lodge. As to the opening last night, 1 have already answered 
»a far as I have any recollection about it. John R. Stanhope. 

Henry F. Cranston, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, declining to take the ordinary oath was engaged to answer such 
questions as should be put to him relative to the trial of a case B. Chase 
trustee &c. vs. John C. Borden in court Common Pleas Nov. 7, 1830^ 
in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Quest. Are you, or have you been a freemason; if so, how mwiy 
degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges and chapters wero 
jrou admitted; and at what tiifte? 

Ans. He is a^ mason; has taken from fifleen to twenty-two degrees; 
lie cannpt precisely recollect ; all in thia town; he took the first two in 

18 
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June 1813 — next or 3d degree a month or two after. The chapter de* 
grees somewhere in 1814; the degrees of knighthood the same year or 
the first part of the next. He thinks he took the whole between the 
years 1813 and 1816, as well as he can recollect; he will not be at all 
^rtain about it; the records will show. 

Quest. Was yon called on as a witness in a case between Benjamin 
Chase trustee &c. and John C. Borden in court common pleas ISovem- 
ber term 1830; if so, was it on a motion to the court to exclude Bate- 
man Munro from the jury on the ground of his being a mason, one of 
the parties being a mason and the other not? Ans. Yes. 

Quest. Did you or not on that occasion refuse to answer any ques- 
tion put to you? 

Ans. ]No — I never refused to answer any question put to me under 
the direction of the court. I refused to read the forms of the oaths from 
Bernard's book as called upon to do by Mr. Pearce. The question 
was asked me by Mr. Hazard before the court, whether I was prepared 
to answer every question which the court should say was a proper ques- 
tion to be put to me, and I answered distinctly and unequivocally that 
I was. 

Quest. Did one of the judges ask you whether if the oaths in the 
book were read over to you by Mr. Fearce, paragraph by paragraph, 
you would attend and say whether they were the same as the oaths you 
took, or would point out the variations? 

Ans. One of the judges said, *'Mr. Cranston, will you (or you will, 
which I cannot not now recollect) attend to the reading of the oaths 
from the book and point out the differences." I did so attend and did 
as far as I was was able point out the differences as inquired about by 
Mr. Pearce, and did answer every question put to me during the read- 
ing respecting the oaths. Henry Y. Cranston. 

General Isaac Stall, being sworn, in answer to annexed interrogato- 
ries tStifies. 

Ans. to 1st. He is a mason; has taken the degrees of knighthood and 
all the lever degrees regularly. He took the three first degrees some- 
thing like twenty years ago or over, in St. John's lodge Newport. The 
other degrees soon after, except the degrees of knighthood, which was 
something like live years after heiook the master's degree; he took 
the whole in this town. 

Ans. to 4th.' To this he answers that he cannot now repeat the obli- 
gations; ha could many years ago. 

Ques. by committee. Should you know the oaths if read over to you? 

Ans. He don't think he should without a long reflection upon it. 

The form of a royal arch mason's oath being read to him from an an- 
nexed paper marked B, he (witness) says that he can't tell whetherthat 
was the form of the oath he took ; if he was to have time he might re- 
call some parts of the obligation to his mind. The impression on his 
mind respecting the obligations is very mdistinct, he may say it has 
gone entirely from him; it is more than ten years, he believes, since he 
has heard either of the oaths administered; his attention has been con- 
fined tc his own business. ^ 

Interrogatories Nos. 8th and 9th, being read read to him from annex- 
ed paper marked E, he says thai he never took any oath containing a 
promise that he would assist a companion royal arch mason when he 
Raw him engaged in any difficulty, and would espouse his cause so far as 
to i^xtricate him from the same wheth^ he he nghi or wrong, nor did he 
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"i^ver promise to keep the eecrets of a companion royal arch masob, or 
^ny other masons, murder and treason not excepted, nor anything of the 
kind ; he never took any such oaths, nor did he ever hear any such ad*- 
tninistered. 

Ans. to 10th. To this he answers by no means. He put no such 
"Constructidn upon the oaths. 

Ans. to 14th. He answers that he did not when he took the oaths, and 
never since has considered them as incompatible with his religious, 
moral, civil or social obligations. 

Ans to S9th. To this he answers, that the royal arch chapter was 
established in this town by the agency of James Perry, £dward Easton, 
John A. Shaw and others; this was from fifteen to twenty years agd, 
he thinks; not long afler the Washington encampment was kitroduced 
here by the same persons; and in this the witness had an agency ; we de- 
rived our first authority from the. encampment in New-,York; after- 
wards we placed ourselves under the jurisdiction of the grand encamp- 
ment of Rhode Island and Masschusetts. We received from the grand 
consistory of New- York, authority to establish a consistory in this 
town, which we did soon after establishing the encampment. 

Questions by Areorge Turner. Ques. Do you know whence the 
New- York masons derived their authority to establish encampments 
and consistories; could it be derived from any but an European source? 

Ans. He has no knowledge of this. 

Ques. Are ther^ not fees or dues paid by all masons or masonic bod- 
ies to the masonic body from whom they derive their charter, dispensst- 
tion or other masonic rank or authority j and is there not a regular sub- 
ordination and dependence between them in all countries? 

Ans. All subordinate lodges pay a small fee to the grand lodge for 
every candidate initiated. Each masonic order pays a certain fee upon 
receiving its charter or dispensation, and with respect to fees the same 
regulations govern throughout the whole orders as is established between 
the grand lodge and the subordinate lodges. He knows nothing about 
the subordination of lodges or masonic orders in other countries,, nor 
> about their rules and regulations. He considers that the several en- 
campments in this state and Massachusetts are subordinate to the grand 
encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; and that the grand 
encampment is subordinate to the general grand encampment of the 
United States. But the grand lodges in the several states and the 
lodges in connection with them are not subordinate to any other masonic 
bodies whatever, and have no connection with chapters, the encamp- 
ments, or grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, or 
general grand encampment of the United States. 

Ques. Was there any chapter established in this state, before the 
chapter in Newport ; if so, when ? 

Ans. There was a chapter established in Providence before that in 
Newport; how Idbg he can't tell. 

Ques, Do not all members of masonic bodies from the lowest to the 
highest, take an obligation to support the constitution of some superior 
order or degree when they are admitted or raised, so far as you have 
knowledge ? 

Ans. The members of subordinate lodges promise to support the con- 
ftitution of the grand lodge. The members admitted into the chapters 
promise to support the constitution of the grand chapter ; and the same 
principle prevails through the diifereni orders. The members of the 
encaihpment in this town promise to support the constitution of th« 
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grpnd encmmpment of Rhode Island and Massacliufletts. Whetbef the^ 
also promise to support the constitution of the general grand encamp* 
ment of the Uuited States, he cannot tell ; there are no obligations ta- 
ken in the grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; no 
members are made there. He has been a member of the grand en« 
campment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. The members of the 
consistory in this town did not take any obligations to support the con- 
stitution of the New-York consistory, nor the constitution of any other 
masonic body. 

Ques. Can any man become a member of any encampment or grand 
encampment, who is not a meinber of some lodge, grand lodge or chap- 
ter; and are the officers of the higher orders, frequently officers of low- 
er grades of masonic bodies at the same time? 

Ans. To the first and last part, he answers in the negative, 

Ques. What is the jurisdiction or power over other masonic bodies, 
of a consistory. 

Ans. A consistory has no control at all over any degrees or orders 
nnder the consistory, nor is subordinate to any order above. There are 
no orders above it. 

Ques. If there is no degree of masonry above a^ cousistorr — ^from 
what source do consistories derive their right to form and hold conais- 
tontBs,-or delegate that power to others? 

Ans. He has no knowledge. 

Ques. In whose hands is the charter granted to the Rhode Island 
^eonsistory now kept? 

Ans^ He cannot tell; there has been but little attention paid to it 
(the consistory) for several years past. 
- Ques. Who are now, or were. the last officers of the consistory herd? 

^s. He cannot tell. Itaao Stall. 

Slephen De6Iow, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, 
on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following inter- 
TOff atones: 

Int. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the 

consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so were you 

recorder or secretary to that body — were their books opened — who baa 

, those books now — what were the entries made in those books-— what 

were the proceedings of that body — is it now in existence ? 

Ans. He was a member — was the first recorder and remained so one 
or two years he thinks. There were no regular books at the time, 
and he knows of none since. There were some. m|nutes of the pro- 
ceedings of the meetings taken; where they now are, or whether they 
are preserved or not, he does not know; probably the secretary has 
got them if there is any; he does not know, however, that there is now 
any secretary. The proceedings were similar to other masonic institu- 
tions. He has not attended it for 8 or 9 years-— considers it still in 
existence because there is nothing to put it out of existence. Has no 
knowledge of its having had any meeting since he met with ft. It is 
▼ery likely he has received notice to meet with it since he did meet, 
but don't recollect. The original members were ten in number, five of 
whom are now dead; whether any have been added he does not know« 
He does not know any of the present officers, nor whether there are 
tey. Does not know of any being elected for a number of years. 

i^iestions by Greorge Turner. 

Quest* How many degrees in masonry had you taken before yon 
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mpplied for a charter to the sovereign. grand consistorj of the United 
States of America? Ans. Eleven. 

Quest. W{iat was the form of petition and oath of suhmission made 
by you and your associates, for the purpose of procuring a charter or 
dispensation from that body ? 

Ans. The form of the petition was similar to other petitions for dis- 
pensations, and the oath of submission was given in the same way that 
subordinate lodges take it to the grand lodge, viz.: to conform to the 
rules and regulations. 

Quest. What was the title of the presiding officer of that consistory |> 
and who wfts the first one? Ans. Do not recollect. 

Quest. Whose duty was it to keep those minutes? 

Ans. The secretary's. 

Quest. Why do you call that body a consistory ? 

Ans. Does not know why it has that particular title. 

Quest, Do you know that^ they have not met since you met with 
them? 

Ans. Does not know that they have met, but thinks it probable that 
they have met, because it was necessay for them to make their returns. 

Quest. Do you know anything about the jurisdiction or pretended 
power of S. G. C. of the U. S. of America? 

Ans. The same jurisdiction over their subordinate bodioe, that other 
masonic bodies have over theirs. 

Quest. Was not John A. Shaw one of the original members? 

Ans. Yes, he considered him so; he was a member of the grand con* 
•istory. 

Quest. What were the rules and regulations of the grand consistory 
to which you took' an oath of submission ? Please to state them. 

Ans. Does not know. . ^ 

Quest. From whence did the grand consistory of the United States 
derive their masonic authority to erect grcuid councils, as elpressed in 
the dispensati<m of the R. I. masons? 

Ans. Does not know; he presumes from France. He has heretofore 
seen the by-laws and regulations of the grand consistory, but does not 
now recollect what they were ; but his impression is, that like all oth* 
ers, they were for the good order of said consistory. 

Quest. Will you produce the by-laws of the grand consistory, and 
also the constitution of that body? 

Ans. He had a copy of the by-laws, but whether the constitution or 
not cannot say. Have not seen the by-laws for 12 or 13 years. They 
are somewhere among my papers, but don't know where. 

Quest. What fees, dues or contributions were paid by you and your 
associates, to the grand consistory, at or about the time you received 
that dispensation, and had that consistory a right to exact any other or 
further dues, at any future time, or on any s^ibsequent event? 

Ans. Does not recollect how much, but remembers that as a member 
he loaned ^150 Bi one time towards obtaining the charter and for initia- 
tion of members. The sum paid was a larger amount, but his propor- 
tion of the whole amount not so much. 

Quest. What was the whole amount paid the New York consistory 
for establishing the one inR. I. according to the best of your recollec- 
tion? Ans. Don't recollect. Stephen Deblois. 

WilUam Chggeahall, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, onsolemh oath doth declare and s^, in answer to the following in^ 
t^rrogatories* 
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Intg. Were you a member of the masonic order called the consistorjr, 
established here about the year ISIS; if so, please to state what you 
know about its origin, its proceedings; whether it is now^in existence, 
or has been discontinued; who, if any, are its present officers^ how long 
since it met, who has its books, if there are any? 

Ans. He knows very little about it; it is eight or nine years since 
he visited it, expects it has had meetings since, but don't know ; is not 
able to say where it originated. He expects they hold regular meetings 
to elect their officers, but has no knowledge of the fact: who the pres- 
ent officers are, if any, he don't know. The first 4neetings were held 
for the purpose of initiating the members to whonMhe charter was grant- 
ed, and some others were initiated: Capt. Bliss was one^ he thinks; he 
don't recollect the names of any others. No afler meetings were held 
for any other purpose than that of initiating members, and for the elec- 
tion of officers. He thinks there must have been a record of what waa 
done, but is not certain: if there are, does not know where they are. 

Questiojj3 by request of George Turner. What was the whole amount 
of fees or dues paid by the R. 1. masons for the charter^ to the grand 
consistory ? 

Ans. He could not make any guess about it at this time. 

Quest. What was the form of the petition presented, and by whom 
signed, and what was the form and substance of the oath of submission 
that you then took ? 

Ans. He has no reoollection ; but if there was any oath of submiss- 
ion it must have been merely to abide by the superintendance of the 
grand consistory, the same as is observed in subordinate lodges towards 
grand lodges. 

Quest. What jurisdiction or authority is vested in the grand consisto- 
ry of the United States of America? 

Ans. *He never heard of any such body: if he had it has escaped hU 
memory. There is, he believes, a grand consistory in N. York, which 
has jurisdiction over the other consistories in the United States, as far 
«s they extend. 

Quest. Is there in this consistory any higher order or degree in ma- 
sonry than princes of the royal secret, and members of the grand coo- 
% aistory ? He answers in the negative. 

Quest. Who was the first presiding officer of the R. I; consistory or 
«c*uncil, and what is the title of such officer? 

Ans. Thinks John A. Shaw was; is not able to name the title. 

•Quest. What are the rules and regulations of the grand consistory; 
what are their by-laws and constitutions? 

Ans. It is so long since he had any thing to do with the consistorj 
that he does not recollect any thing about the rules and regulations, or 
by-luwp of the grand consistory. Wm. Coggsshall. 

David M. Coggeshall^ of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following 
interrogatories: 

Quest. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the 
Consistory established in this town about the year 1813; if so, what 
were the proceedings of that body? is it now in existence? State all 
you know about it. 

Ans. If I was a member of that body I had forgotten it, until it was 
mentioned to me te-day that my name was one of those in the charter. 
I now recollect that about the time above mentioned I waa engaged 
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nbout a vessel «t Gardner's wharf^ when some one, whether John A. 
ShaWi Mr. Merrill or some one else I don't recollect, came tt> me with 
a subscription paper for me to sign, being for a contribution for the pur- 
pose of obtaining some of the higher degrees of masonry from Kevv-> 
York. I don't now recollect what degrees, but they were decrees 
above the degree of royal arch.' I gave, I think, five dollars. 1 do 
not know how many degrees I have taken. I took all there was. I 
have understood from some of the companions that 'there were thirty- 
two degrees. I do not recollect that I have ever seen the charter — ^may 
possibly at the time. I do not think that I have ever attended any ma- 
sonic body or order called a consistory or cbuncil. I have no recollec- 
tion. I never saw any books of such a body. Have heard some one. 
flay that probably Capt. Bliss mayJiave them. He has now charge of 
a vessel in the harbor. 

Questions by George Turner. Who gave you the degrees you speak 
of in the consistory? 

Ang. I have told you already that I know of no such body. 

Quest. Who was the presiding officer and what was his title ? 

Ans. Whatever degrees I took , whether as knight of Malta or of the 
red cross or other degree, J. A. Shaw presided; by what title I don't 
know; each order would have some particular appellation for its pre- 
siding officer; what they were I don't know. I say again that I have 
no recollection of any order by name of consistory or council. 

Quest. Did you take any oath when you] forwarded your petition to 
the consistory? 

Ans. I took no oath and know of no petition to any consistory. I 
do not recollect that I ever saw any such petition. 

Quest. Do you know the names of any of the masonic degrees tak- 
en in the consistory or council? 

Ans. I have already answered that I know of no masonic order or 
body by that name. 

Quest. Do you know anything of the bye-laws, constitution, rules 
or regulations of your consistory, orthat in JNew-York from which you 
derived your authority ? Ans. I have already answered. 

Quest. Do you know whence the-New-York consistory derived its 
authority ? Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. What was the jurisdiction, of the said New- York consistory? 

Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. Were there any stated fees or dues payable to the New- 
York consistory on the initiation or exaltation of members; if so, what 
were they? Ans. I know nothing about it. 

Quest. When did you complete your degrees in the consistory? 

Ans. I know nothing about it. David M. Goggeshall. 

Jeremiah Bliss, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath doth declare and say, in answer to the following interroga- 
tories: 

Intg. Were you a member of a masonic body or order, called the 
consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were 
you recorder or secretary to that body; were -their books opened; who 
has those books now; what were the entries made in those books; what 
were the proceedings of that body; is it now in existence? 

Ans. I was considered a member of it; was admitted I think by J. A. 
Shaw, deputy inspector, who I supposed was authorised, aftter it had 
been estsJ>lished how long I don't know — ^was not one of the original 
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members; I don't know of the admlasion ofanj other iiiembert; I wig 
never recorder or secretary of it; there were no regular books that I 
know of. There were one or two^ meetings, probably to elect officers, 
or to consult about their appointment : I recollect no other business be- 
ing done ; and there was no other record than memorandums taken of 
those psesent, and of the officers chosen. I do not now recollect who 
was recorder, or any other officers; almost every thing respecting it 
has now gone out of my recollection. I think it very probable that 
whatever minutes or memorandums there were, are in my possession, 
because the charter was; having been leflt with me by J. A. Shaw, when 
he went to the southward. I have no knowledge of more than one or 
two meetings, the last of which was as much as four years since I shoald 
think. We appointed some officers; I have no recollection who thej 
were, except that I was myself appointed president. I am not certaia 
about the time of the last meeting ; it may have been longer. Five out 
often of the original members, as named in the charter, are now dead, 
according to my best information. Since I have been acquainted with it 
it has always been in an incomplete state, as I consider it; since the 
last meeting it has been neglected, as far as I know ; I consider it stiU 
in existence, because its charter has not been surrendered. The. only 
living members that I know of are S. Deblois, Wm. and David M. Cog* 
geshall, John Brown, Isaac Stall, myself and J. A. Shaw, the deputy 
inspector, who has for a number of years resided out of this state.. 

Questions by request of George Turner. Where did this body bold 
their meetings? 

Ants. It held its meetings in the masouie hall when I was with them. 

Intg. What wasit cdled? 

Ans. It was called the council, and sometimes consistory, I think. 

Intg. Who were the officers at the time you were admitted? 

Ans. I don't know one of them except Mr. Shaw, who was deputy in- 
spector. 

Intg. And what were the titles of them? Ans. I don't know. 

Intg. What fees were exacted of you on your admission, and to whom 
were they paid? Ans'. I paid nothing. - 

X Intg. Had that masonic body any constitution or by-laws; if so, what 
were they ? Ans. I don't know. 

Intg. What was the title of the New- York masonic body from whom 
your body derived its charter? 

Ans. We called it the grand consistory, I dont know of any other title. 

Intg. How many members were required to make a legal meeting to 
do business ? Ans. I dont know. ^ ^ 

Intg. How many members attended last meeting that you have men- 
tioned? 

Ans. It appears to me not more than four or five, dont recollect the 
number exactly. 

Intg. Do you know where the New- York consistory derived its au- 
thority, the extent of jurisdiction that it claimed and what was its con- 
stitution, by-laws or rules and regulations ? 

Ans. I have no more knowledge of it than you have yourself. 

Jeremiah bliss., 

« 

John Brown, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful Bge, on 
solemn oath doth decla]<e and say in answer to the following interroga* 
tories. 

Intg. Were yeu a member of a masonic body or order- called tk% 



\ 



146 

aOQsistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were yon 
recorder or secretary to that body ? were there books opened ? who 
has those books now ? what were the entries made in those books ? 
what were the proceedings of that body? is ft now in existence? State 
all you know abdut it. 

Ans. I was a member of it in 1813. Was never recorder or secre^ 
tary. Do not recollect any of the first officers now. It is nine or ten 
years since there has been any meeting of it to the best of my recollec- 
tion; the thing has died away entirely. The annexed printed leaf 
marked N, contains the names of the officers as they were I think in 
the year 1813 or 1814; my impression is that it was in 1813. The said 
leaf annexed was saved by me from a small book or pamphlet issued by 
the grand consistory in New-York, containing lists of the consistories 
or councils under their jurisdiction, and lists of the officers of those 
consistories or councils, and nothing more ; the annexed leaf I took out 
of said pamphlet and preserved, because it contained the names of the 
officers of our consistory — ^taking no interest in the rest. It has been 
torn up years ago. I subscribed something towards dbtaining the char- 
ter—do not recollect how much ; — ^we paid for it, but I don't know 
bow much. Three or four meetings I think, were all that ever I at« 
tended. No business was done but to call over and take- down the 
nanies of members present, and appoint officers. Do not think there ever 
were any regular books, but I don't know. Do not know who now has 
the minutes that were taken, or books, if there were any. I never knew 
of any fees or money being paid to the New York grand consistory af- 
ter that paid for the charter. There was none paid to my knowledge. 
I do not consider that body as having now any existence here. 

Questions by George Turner. 

Quest. Have yon any copy of the book from w^ich that page wac 
taken; or do you know of any person who has? 

Ans. I have none, neither do I know of any body that has. 

Quest. At what time was the book from which the page you have pre- 
sented is taken, destroyed ? 

Ans. I have no recollection, t think I read it in 1813. I think 
none of it has been in existence for 5 or 6 years-, except this last. I 
used to make use of the leaves to wipe my razor upon when shaving at 
the glass which hung over my desk. 

Quest. Do you know anything about thd admission of Jeremiah Bliss? 

Ans. I have no recollection of the time when he was admitted. 

Quest. What did that pamphlet contain on the pages before page 9 
that of the one produced here. Ans. I have already answered. 

Quest. Where did this consistory hold its meetings? 

Ans. In the lodge hall whenever I met with them. 

Quest. Wl^ was the constitution by-laws of your consistory, and of- 
the New York consistory, its rules and regulations, and what was the 
jurisdiction claimed or exercised by either of these bodies ; and whence 
did the New York consistory derive its authority ? What was the form 
or substance of your petition for a charter, and what was the form of 
the oath of submission, if any, that you made to that body when you 
applied for or took that charter? 

Ans. I know nothing about the constitutions or by-laws, or rules or 
regulations of the consistory, or the one in New York, nor what was 
itS'jurifldirtion, nor whence derived. I do not recollect any thing about 
the substance of the petition. *A11 1 recollect about the oath is, that it 

19 
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contained a promuie to submit to the rules and regulations of the grand 
Consistory. - John B&own« 

List of the grand councils of the S. P. of R. Sec. constituted bj 
the M. P. Sov. G. consistory, for the United States of America. 

The G. council for the state of Louisiana, sitting in the city of New 
Orleans. 111. President, 111. B. Emmanuel Gigaud; G. Sen. Wafden, 
111. B. John Pinard; G. Jun. Warden, 111. B. Noel Cesar Fournier; 
G. Secretary, 111. B. Pierre Thomas Jarrie ; G. Keeper of the Seals, 
111. B. Raymond Devese. 

Grand council for the state of Rhode Island, sitting in the city of 
Newport. 111. President, 111. B. Stephen Deblois; G. Sen. Warden, 
m. B. Richard Merrill; G. Junior Warden, 111. B. William Davis; G. 
Secretary, 111. B. William Coggeshall; G. Treasurer, 111. B. Edward 
Easton; G. Master of Ceremonies, 111. B. Isaac Stall; G. Captain of 
the Guard, 111. B. John Brown; David M. Coggeshall, William Doug- 
lass, James Perry. • 

Sov. Chapter of.P. R. -I^. regularly constituted under the title of the 
tripple alliance. President, M. R. and P. B. James B. Durand; £x 
President, M. R. and P. B. John W. Mulligan. 

TheophUus Topham, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful 
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following 
interrogatories: ]f 

Int. Are you a mason; if so of how many degrees? 

Ana, I am a mason; have taken twelve or thirteen degrees; took, 
them all in this town, andr between the years 1807 and 1815, as well as 
I recollect. 

Int. Is it in your power now to repeat accurately from memory the 
several masonic obligations you have taken, or any of them? 

Ans. I suppose Anight repeat some of them, all I could not. I 
think I could repeat them as high ^s the royal arch, inclusive. I de- 
cline repeating. It has been my under stanaing that I was bound not 
to repeat them. I never considered that I was injuring any body by 
not repeating them. 

Int. Have you ever taken any masonic obligation which you thought 
was inconsistent with any of your religious, civil, or social duties? 

Ans. None at all. 

Int; When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding 
that you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction to the lodge 
oyer your life, or that you as a member of the lodge was to share in the 
same jurisdiction over others ? 

Ans. I never so understood it. I never considered that I gave the ' 
lodge any jurisdiction over my life, or that I acquired any over others. 
Expulsion from the lodge I suppose to be as high a penaUy as they can 
inflict. ^ 

Question by George Tiftner. Do you know or have you been told 
that this committee have in manuscript, the forms of the several oaths 
up to and including the royal arch degree, furnished them by some of 
the oflicers of the grand lodge in Providence. 

Ans. I have been so told, and I looked over the papers said to eontaia 
those forms, the first day the committee met in the court house in this 
town. '^^ . 

Quest, by do. Is there any other penalty for a violation of masonic 
oaths, than such as is expressed in the oaths thpmsclves? 

Ans. This I consider already answered. 
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Quest, by committee. Were the forms of the oaths you read in the 
court house correct? 

Ans. 1 read them over very cursorily. They were not exactly the 
iffone as those I had taken; there were some slight ditferences. As far 
1^ I examined them I think they contained some things which our forms 
Ao not. They were rather fuller than we have been in the habit of ad- 
ministering. I did not think, however, that there was any addition or 
omission that materially affected the extent or meaning of the oaths., 

Theophilus TophAm. 

Jacob Smith, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on 
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro- 
gatories. 

. Intg. Are you or have you been a free mason, if so, how many de- 
grees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were you 
admitted and at what time ? 

Ans. I am a freemason and in year 1785 I took two degrees in Prov- 
idence in St. Johns lodge No. 2. I took three degrees in the Island of 
St. Gustatiain the year 1797. 

Intg. Did you take an obligation upon being initiated into each degree, 
can you now repeat that obligation, was there any thin^ in either of 
those obligations which you have ever considered as incompatible with 
any of your religious, moral, civil or social duties? '% 

Ans. I did take such obligation but cannot repeat it, it is now thirty 
four or five years since I took the last of them, there was nothing in any 
masonic obligation I ever took which I ever Considered as interfering 
with any of my duties. I have* always considered masonry to be a char- 
itable institution. 

Intg. Was it ever your understanding that by th&pbligationyou took* 
you gave to masons a jurisdiction over your life in any case? 

Ans. Certainly not. The highest i^enalty a msonic lodge or any (Ah*. 
er masonic body can inflict is expulsion. 

Intg. Did you ever know lodges or masons as such to interfere in 
politics or party. 

Ans. I never knew them meddlf^ with any such thing, in this or any 
other country. 

Intg. Did you ever hear any mason justify or palliate ^the murder of 
Morgan? Ans, Never. Jacob Smith* 

Jeremiah JV. Potter, of South Kingston, of lawful age, on solemn oath, 
doth declarp and say in answer to the following interrogatories. 

Ques. b}^ committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if sa, 
how many degrees have you taken, and when, and where? 

Ans. I am a freemason, and have taken ' three degrees; I toak the 
lirst thirty odd years ago in the lodge in N^port, Moses Seixas then 
master, and the two others a few years after, in Washington lodge. 
South Kingston. 

Ques. Have you read over the form of oj^ligations contained in the 
annexed paper marked A, and are they substantially correct ? 

Ans. 1 have ; and they are correct ? 

Ques. Have you ever considered that there was anything in your 
masonic obligations incompatible with your moral, religious, social or 
civil oblgations? Ans. No, 

Ques. What have you understood was the highest penalty any lodge 
aould inflict ?^ Ans. Nothing but expulsion. 
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Qttes. Does not a mason, when he enters or leaves a lodge, make a 
sign having reference to the penalty of his particular degree r 

Ans. I always considered it more out of respect to the master. 

Ques. Have you ever heard a mason of respectable standing, advo- 
«ate or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. I never did. 

Ques. by request* What other candidates were present when you 
was initiated? Ans. Dr. Case was also initiated with me at Newport. 
.- Q;ues. by request. What address or charge was giv^n to you by Mo- 
ses Seixas at the time you was admitted, and what address or charges 
in Washington lodge? 

Ans. The address contained in the annexed paper marked A, from 
the master to the candidate previous to administering the oath, is the 
same as the one given to me, as near as I can recollect. 

He saith in answer to a question, that he heard the annexed depOsi** 
tion of N. G. Boss read over, and that the same is correct so far as his 
knowledge goes. Jeremiah N. Potter. 

Alexander M. McGregor^ of the tow;n and county of Newport, of 
lawful age, on solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the fol- 
lowing interrogatories. 

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if 
80, how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or 
chapters were you admitted ; and at what time ? 

Ans. I am a freemason and hav« taken three degrees. I took them 
in Scotland about ten years ago, I think. 

Quest. Have you read over the form of obligations contained in the 
annexed paper marked A; if so, are those forms substantially eqsfrect? 

Ans. They have been fead to me, and there is no material altera- 
tion in them that I see. They are also substantially the same that I 
have heard administered to candidates in St. John's lodge in this town. 

Quest. Have you ever considered that there was any thing in any 
part of your masonic obligations, mcompatible with any of your relig- 
ious, moral, civil or social obligations or duties? if you have please to 
point it out. 

Ans. Have not so considered it. The masonic obligations were 
administered to me with the assurance that they were not to interfere 
with my religious, moral or civil opinions, and I took them with that 
qualification. 

Quest. What have you understood or believed to be the highest ptlfl- 
ishment any lodge could inflict upon any mason for any offence ? 

Ans. Expulsion from the society. 

Quest. Does not a mason when he enters or leaves a lodge, make a 
sign having reference to and indicating the penalty of the oath taken in 
his particular degree ? , ^ 

Ans. He does make a sigh on en^erins and leaving a lodge, and thai 
sign indicates his degree as a mason, and shows his right to enter. 

Quest. Have you ever heard a mason of reputable standing advocate 
or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. I never have. 

Alx. M. McGregor. 
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